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ABSTRACT 
 
Fista Sixnori.2017.The Effectiveness of Using Two Stay Two Stray Technique to 
Teach Speaking Skill at the SeventhGrade Student SMPN 3 Teras in the Academic 
Year of 2016/2017. Thesis. English Education Department. Islamic Education and 
Teacher Training Faculty. 
 
Advisor :  Hj. Suprapti.M,Pd 
 
Key Words : Speaking, Two Stay Two Stray, Procedure text. 
 
Two Stay Two Stray is an interactive technique that encourages the 
participants to be more creative and active in group work. This research is about 
using Two Stay Two Stray technique for teaching speaking in junior high school. 
This research aimed to find out whether or not Two Stay Two Stray technique is 
effective to teach speaking at the seventh grade of SMP N 3 Teras in academic 
year 2016/2017. 
The research design used was quasi experimental research. The subject of 
the research was seventh grade students of SMPN 3 Teras in academic year 
2016/2017. The total number of the students of seventh grade were 260 students, 
the seventh grade consist of 6 classes. The sample of the research were 48 
students chosen by cluster random sampling technique. The researcher used test as 
the instrument of technique collecting the data, test Spoken were used as the 
instruments to collect the data and information. In this research, the researcher 
used genre based on syllabus with the theme is Procedure text, with eight meeting 
to experimental and control class.  
The result of the pre-test showed that the mean score of the experimental 
group was 63.08 and the mean score of the control group was 66.875. After the 
treatment, the mean score of experimental group was 67.875 and the mean score 
of control group was 73.08. It could be seen that there was an improvement after 
the treatments dealing with their speaking skill. From the t-test computation of the 
post-test score, the t-value was higher than t-table(t-value > t-table = 6.14> 2.021). 
Therefore, the null hypothesis was rejected and the working hypothesis was 
accepted. It means that there is a significant difference between the experimental 
group and the control group. The results indicate that Two Stay Two Stray 
 
 
 
 
technique is effective in improving the speaking skill at the seventhgraders of 
SMP Negeri 3 Teras in the academic year of 2016/2017. It is suggested that the  
findings of this study could be applied regularly and continuously or developed by 
the English teachers to have a better speaking teaching.  
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
 
A. Background of Study 
Language is a set of arbitrary symbol. Language is used for 
communication (Brown, 2000:5). Every country has its own language. 
Sometimes, the language is to be its national language for country. Kamil 
(1997:7) states “ language as a communication element between individual 
and society, or even among people in many countries used it to convey idea 
and feeling”. That is the reason ,the language is very important. 
Globalitation era, language takes the important role to communicate 
with the other people in the world. One of the languages that is ussually 
used in English. The rapid growth of English as international language has 
stimualted but often controversial discussion about the status of English in 
its varieties of what is now commonly world Englishes (Kachru and Nelson 
1996 in Brown, 2000:192). 
In English, four skills should be mastered. They are listening, 
reading, writing and speaking. Alfitri (2012:6) states that when thinking of 
English skill, the four skills of listening, speaking, reading, and writing 
readily come to mind of course other skills such as pronounciation, 
 
 
 
 
grammar, vocabulary, and spelling. All of them  play a role in effective 
English communication. Mastering speaking skill becomes important 
because it is used in order to have good communication in English. 
In the educational field, English teacher should develop four skills of 
English for their students. However, in fact teachers often pay attention on 
reading text, grammar mastery and vocabulary. This is because they want to 
prepare for final examination which is dominated by reading, writing, 
grammar, vocabulary and lack of listening. Whereas, in English class not 
only discusses on reading, writing, grammar, and vocabulary, but also in 
final exam there is speaking that must be tested. In a class, usually, there are 
not many students who are able to speak English well. Even, some students 
tend to keep on silent when they attend in speaking class. Teacher in the 
class may speak in whole meeting to explain the materials. However, the 
students, there must give a feed back or comments when they receive the 
explanation. The bravery to speak is needed although in short sentences. It 
is strengthened by Ur (1996:120) statement that succesful speaking actually 
is the learners talk a lot.  
It indicates that all must get chance to speak or give contribution in 
discussion. Motivation is needed to encourage the students in order to speak 
confidently among their friends. The students may be prefer to speak 
English when the topic is relative easy and interested for them.  
Based on the observation, SMP N 3 Teras is one of junior high 
school in Teras. It is located in Tawangsari, Teras , Boyolali, Jawa Tengah. 
This school is divided into six classes for the seventh grade students.The 
 
 
 
 
researcher chose this school because from the whole in junior high school in 
Teras, SMPN 3 Teras had lower level of success examination compare to 
SMPN  1 & 2 teras, especially in English, the researcher chose speaking 
skill because it showed that the most frustating subject for the student  
junior high school. The students sometimes face many problems in learning 
English, especially in speaking skill. The preliminary observation revealed 
that : The students sometimes, know what they want to say but they are shy 
to speak, the students have low motivation in learning English, the students 
are less confident because of their low motivation, the students are afraid of 
making mistake, many students who want to speak to other usually face 
some troubles such as they cannot produce their ideas, argument and feeling 
communicatively, and sometimes, they can understand what other say but 
they cannot be able to communicate it.  
Considering the problem, the researcher comes up with an idea to use 
Two Stay Two Stray (TSTS) technique for teaching-learning process. The 
teaching learning process should not only happen between teacher and 
student‟s but also between student and student. Two Stay Two stray is one 
of technique in teaching learning process that it will make interesting class 
and make student‟s enjoy in learning English. With TSTS (two stay two 
stray) students are required to be able to understand the material because 
they have to relay it to other friends / other groups, so with this technique 
there are no passive students, they all tend to be active. 
Based on the reason above, Two Stay Two Stray is one of technique 
in cooperative learning. According to Richards and Rodgers in Fauziati, 
 
 
 
 
2009:164, states that “ cooperative learning is approach that is used in 
teaching which makes maximum use of cooperative activity involving pairs 
and small group of learners in the classroom”. In cooperative learning 
students do communication with each other in acquiring and practicing the 
second foreign language, because they not only alone but they have group to 
discussed or group.  
Cooperative learning can be characterized by the following features. 
(1) students work in the team to master academic goals, (2) teams are made 
up of high, everage, and low achievers, and (3) reward system are oriented 
to the group rather than the individual (Arends, 2001:315). In cooperative 
learning, there are some techniques which are uses cooperatively activities 
in group. According to Arends (2001:323), there several variation of the 
model cooperative learning, there are four approaches that can chose by the 
teacher, they are Student Team Achievement (STAD), Jigsaw, Group 
Investigation and Two Stay Two Stray.  
In this research, the researcher chooses Two Stay Two Stray to teach 
Speaking skill in SMPN 3 Teras. According to Lie (2010:61) states that 
Two Stay Two Stray structure gives opportunity the group to share result 
and information to the other groups. The students work the task in the group 
and consist of students that have high , middle, and low ability. The reward 
is more dedication for the group than individual. Structure of  Two Stay 
Two Stray (TS-TS) gives the groups opportunity to share result and 
information to other group.  
 
 
 
 
With Two Stay Two Stray learning strategy, the students are hoped 
be able to find out some of new words, creating ideas and sharing them each 
other. Two Stay Two Stray can encourage students to be more active to 
speak in class. The students can share their ideas to others. They are able to 
speak although in a short sentence without considering structure, 
pronounciation and so on. It means two stay two stray will make the 
teaching learning process become active. Threfore, it is expected to bring 
better atmosphere and result to students achievement in speaking English.  
The TSTS technique provide an opportunity to stray two groups to 
share results and information with other groups. The researcher believes 
Two Stay Two Stray Technique can be used to solve the problem in the 
speaking class activity and make students interested and more desirable to 
communicateand confidence in learning English in the classroom. Based on 
the reason above, the researcher is interested in entittled : “THE 
EFFECTIVENESS OF USING TWO STAY TWO STRAY TECHNIQUE 
TO TEACH SPEAKING SKILL AT THE SEVENTH GRADE STUDENT 
SMPN 3 TERAS IN THE ACADEMIC YEAR OF 2016/2017”.   
 
B. Problem Identification  
Based on the background, the researcher find some problem, as follows: 
1. Students still get a low score in learning English 
2. The students did not feel confident to speak English  
3. Students have low motivation in teaching learning process 
 
 
 
 
 
C. Limitation of the Problem  
The scopes of these problems are too large study. It is nearly 
impossible to study all of these problems. For that reason, the problems are 
limited on the effectiveness of TSTS technique in teaching speaking for 
junior high school students of SMPN 3 Teras, especially the seventh grade 
students. 
1. There are many junior high school in Teras. However, the researcher 
limits the research only SMPN 3 Teras. The researcher chooses SMPN 3 
Teras because they have lower level of success examination than other 
school in Teras and the student‟s have some difficulties when they learn 
English, especially in speaking skill.  
2. The researcher only focusses on seventh grade students. Based on the 
English Scores in mid test and observation conducted, it is find that the 
seventh grade students‟ English of SMPN 3 Teras always under the other 
class.  
After the reseacher identify the problems, one problem can be 
interested that is The Effectiveness of Using Two Stay Two Stray Tecnique 
To Teach Speaking Skill At The seventh Grade Student SMPN 3 Teras with 
the genre is Procedure text. 
 
D. Problem Statement  
How is the effectiveness of using Two Stay Two Stray Technique in 
teaching speaking to the seventh grade students of SMPN 3 Teras in 
academic year 2016/2017 ? 
 
 
 
 
 
E. The Objectives of the Study  
The objectives of this study to know How is the effectiveness of 
using Two Stay Two Stray Technique in teaching speaking to the seventh 
grade students SMPN 3 Teras academic year 2016/2017.  
F. The Benefits of the Study 
The result of this research is hoped to give benefits theoretically and 
practically.  
1. Theoritical benefit  
The result of this research will give a contribution to the 
development of educational world particulary to the process of teaching 
speaking in Junior high school especially at seventh grade, and also the 
students‟ get experience from this Technique.  
2. Practical benefit  
This research is expected to be able to contribute some benefits to 
the researcher, English teachers, students and other researchers: 
a. For the  researcher, know the effectiveness of TSTS technique to 
teach speaking skill at the seventh grade students in SMPN 3 Teras.  
b. For the English teachers ,always make the students enjoy towards 
English learning on the various technique.  
c. For the students  
It can make the students more active and self confidence in class.  
d. For the others researcher 
 
 
 
 
It is expected that the findings will be used as a starting points to 
conduct another researches seeing as plenty of techniques to make 
teaching learning more effective.  
 
 
 
G. Definition of the Key Terms 
Based on the variables above, the definition of the key terms in this 
research are : 
1. Effectiveness 
Hornby (1995) states the Effectiveness is having an effect, able to bring 
about the result intend. 
2. Speaking  
Speaking is the process of building and sharing meaning through the use 
of verbal and non verbal symbols, in a variety of context (Chaney 
1998:13). 
3. Two Stay Two Stray 
Lie (2010:61) states that Two Stay Two Stray structure gives 
opportunity the group to share result and information to the other groups. 
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CHAPTER II 
REVIEW ON RELATED LITERATURE 
 
A. Review on Speaking 
1. Definition of Speaking  
Language is a mean of communication. To make a good 
communication, people must have a good speaking skill. Considering 
knowing the speaking itself, it is necessary to know the definitions of 
speaking that stated by some experts. Speaking is the process of building 
and sharing meaning through the use of verbal and non verbal symbols, in 
a variety of context (Chaney 1998:13).  
Speaking is a kind of tactical maneuvering that can be characterized 
as an overtly interactive manner of communicating that means that talking 
is reciprocal because it takes the form of an exchange between two or 
more participant with each participant taking turns to say something 
(Widdowson, 1996:64).  
In addition, Broughton (1980:27) argues that speaking is producing 
a sequence of vocal sounds in such a way that another person can 
reconstruct from those sounds a useful approximation to our original 
meaning.  
From the statement above, the speakers starts with a thought and 
puts it into language. The receiver perceives the language and thus 
understand the thought. Those definitions show that speaking is the 
combination both phonological and grammatical system of language 
 
 
 
 
which is produced in a reciprocal exchange. Speaking is the act utterance, 
or discourse of one who speaks, that speak to him speech here means the 
faculty power of expressing, anything that is spoken as an utterance, 
conversation, or remark, an oration public discourse, address,or the like, 
particular language dialect the study of theory and various practice of oral 
communication.  
As speaking is used communicate, it generally becomes the main 
goal of most learners in learning a language. Learners learning the 
language certainly intend to speak. It means that when the languae learners 
want to master a certain language being learned, the first language skill 
they wants to acquire is the speaking ability, since it will make them able 
to practice it with other people.  
2. Functions of Speaking  
According to Richards (2008:21), he classified function of speaking 
in human in teraction expanded on three parts version : talk as interaction, 
talk as transaction, talk as performance. Each of these speech activities is 
quite distinct in term of form and function and requires teaching 
approaches.  
a. Talk as Interaction  
Talk as interaction refers to what we normally mean by “ 
conversation” and describes interaction that serves a primarly social 
function. When people meet, they exchanges greetings, engage in 
small talk, recount recent experiences, and so, on because they wish to 
be friendly and to establish a comfortable zone of interaction with 
 
 
 
 
others. The focus is more on the speakers and how they wish to present 
themselves to each other than on the message. 
Based on Richards (2008:22) the main features of talk as 
interaction can be summarized as follows : 
1) Has a primarly social function  
2) Reflects role relationship  
3) Reflects speakers‟s identity 
4) May be formal or casual 
5) Uses conversational conventions  
6) Reflects degrees of politeness 
7) Employs many generic words  
8) Uses conversational register 
9) Is jointly constructed. 
Some of the skills involved in using talk as interavtion involve 
knowing how to do the following things : 
1) Opening and closing conversation  
2) Choosing topics  
3) Making small-talk 
4) Joking 
5) Recounting personal incidents and experiences 
6) Turn-taking 
7) Using adjacency 
8) Interrupting  
9) Reacting to other 
 
 
 
 
10) Using an appropriate style of speaking 
b. Talk as Transaction 
Talk as interaction refers to situations where the focus is on 
what is said or done. The message and making itself understood clear;y 
and accurately is the central focus, rather than the participants and how 
they interact socially with each other. Example of talk as transaction 
are : 
1) Classroom group discussion and problem solving activities 
2) A class activity during which students design a poster 
3) Discussing needed computer repairs with a technician 
4) Discussing sightseeing plans with a hotel check of tour guide 
5) Making a tellephone call to obtain flight information 
6) Asking someone for directions on the street 
7) Buying something in a shop 
8) Ordering food from a menu in a restaurant 
Burns (1998) distinguishes between two diferent types of talk as 
transaction. The firts type involves situations where the focus is on 
giving and receiving information and where the participants focus 
primarily on what is said or achieved (e.g., asking someone for 
directions). Accuracy m ay not be a priority, as long as information is 
succesfully communicated or understood. 
The second type is transactions that focus on obtaining goods or 
services, such as checking into a hotel ordering food in a restaurant. 
The main features of talk as transactions are : 
 
 
 
 
1) It has  primarily information focus  
2) The main focus is on the message and not on the participants 
3) Participants employ communication strategies to make themselves 
understand. 
4) There may be frequent questions, repetitions, and comprehensions, 
checks, as in the example from the preceding classroom lesson.  
5) There may be negotiation and digression 
6) Linguistic accuracy is not always important. 
c. Talk as Performance 
The third type of talk that can usefully be distinguished has 
been called talk as performance. This refers to public talk, that is, talk 
that transmits information before an audience, such as classroom 
presentations, public announcements, and speeches. 
Talk as performance tends to be in the form of monolog rather 
than dialog, often follows a recognizable format (e.g., a speech of 
welcome), and is closer to writen language than conversational 
language. Similarly, it is often evaluated according to its effectiveness 
or impact on the listener, something that is unlikely to happen with talk 
as interaction or transaction. Examples of talk as performance are : 
1) Conducting a class debate 
2) Giving a speech of welcome  
3) Making a sales presentation  
4) Giving a lecture 
 
 
 
 
 
The main features of talk as performance are : 
1) Focus on both message and audience 
2) Predictable organization and sequencing  
3) Importance of both form and accuracy 
4) Language is more like written language 
5) Often monologic 
3. Types of Speaking  
Based on Brown (2003:141) there are five types of speaking 
performance that students are expected to carry out in the classroom,  
a. Imitative 
At one of a continuum of types of speaking performance is the 
ability to simply parrot back (imitate) a word or phrase or possibly a 
sentence. While this is a purely phonetic level or oral production, a 
number of prosodic, lexica, and grammatical properties of language 
may be included in the criterion performance. We are interested only 
in what is traditionally labeled “ pronounciation” :no or participate in 
an interactive conversation. The only role of listening here is in the 
short-term storage of a prompt, just long enough to allow the speaker 
to retain the short strech of language that must be imitated.  
b. Intensive 
A second type is speaking frequently employed in assesment 
context is the production of short streches of oral language designed to 
demonstrate relationship (such as prosodic elements-intonation, stress, 
rhytm, juncture). The speaker most must be good of semantics 
 
 
 
 
properties in order to be able to respond, for introduction with 
interlocutor or test administrator is minimal of test.  
c. Responsive 
Responsive assesment task includes introduction and test 
comprehension but at the somewhat limited level of very short 
conversation, standard greeting and small talk, simple request and 
comments, and like. The stimulus is almost always spoken prompt (in 
order to preserve authentically). With perhaps one or two follow up 
question or retorts.  
d. Interactive 
The difference between responsive and interactive speaking is 
in the length and complexity of the interaction, which sometimes 
include multiple exchanges and/or multiple participants. Interaction 
can take the two forms of transactional language, which has the 
purpose of exchanging specific information, or interpersonal 
exchanges, which have the purpose of maintaining social relationship. 
(in the three dialogue citied above A and B transactional, and C was 
interpersonal). In interpersonal exchanges, oral production can become 
pragmatically complex with the need to speak in casual register and 
use colloquial language, ellipsis, slang. Humor, and other 
sociolinguistic conventions.  
e. Extensive(monologue) 
Extensive oral production tasks include speeches, oral 
presentations, and storytelling, during which the opportunity for oral 
 
 
 
 
interaction from listener is ether highly limited (perhaps to nonverbal 
responses) or ruled out altogether. Language style is frequently more 
deliberative (planning is involved) and formal for extensive tasks, but 
we cannot rule out certain informal monologues such as casually 
delivered speech (for example , my vacation in the mountain,a recipe 
for outstanding pasta primavera, recounting the plot or novel or 
movie). 
4. The Principle of Teaching Speaking   
Brown (1994:268-270) says that there are principles, which other 
teachers must know before deciding techniques in teaching speaking, as 
follows : 
a. Technique should cover the spectrum of learner needs, from language-
based focus on accuracy to message-based focus on interaction, 
meaning, and fluency. Teacher can use many kinds of attractive 
language teaching technique like a jigsaw group technique, playing a 
game, or discussing solutions to the environmental crises. However, 
they should make sure that their tasks include techniques are designed 
to help students perceive and use the building blocks of language. At 
the same time, they should not make their students bored by giving the 
repetitious drills, but teachers should make any drilling as meaningful 
as possible, so students will be interested in the activity.  
b. Technique should be intrinsically motivating. Teacher should try at all 
times to appeal to students‟ ultimate goals and interest, to their need 
 
 
 
 
for knowledge, for status, for echieving competence, autonomy, and 
for being all that they can be. 
c. Technique should encourage the use of authentic language in 
meaningful context. Teachers should provide authentic contexts and 
meaningful interaction in the classroom creatively.  
1) Provide appropriate feedback and correction 
In most EFL (Englisg as a Foreign Language) situation, students 
are totally dependent on teacher‟s feedback and correction, because 
the feedback and correction, which are given by teachers, will be 
useful for useful for students development in learning language.  
2) Capitalize on the natural link between speaking and listening 
Teachers should integrate these two skills because they can 
reinforce each other. Skilss in producing language are often 
initiated through comprehension.  
3) Give students opportunities to initiate oral communication 
Teachers should provide the conditions, which support students to 
initiate oral communication, and provide information. This 
technique is expected to be able to lead the students to increase the 
oral communication competence that includes the ability 
communicative competence that include the ability that initiate 
conversation, to ask questions, to control conversation, and to 
change the subject.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
4) Encourage the development of speaking strategies 
The concept of strategies competence is one that few beginning 
language students are aware of students can be aware of the oral 
communication purposes by practicing such strategies.  
a) Asking for clarification (what) ? 
b) Asking someone to repeat something (pardon me) ? 
c) Using fillers (uh, I mean) to get time to process 
d) Using conversation maintenance cues (uh-huh, right, yeah, Ok, 
hmm) 
e) Getting someone‟s attention (hey, say, so) 
f) Paraphrasing for structures one can‟t produce  
g) Appealing for assistance for the interlocutor 
h) Using formulaic expressions 
i) Using mimic and non-verbal expressions  
5) Problem in Speaking Activity  
According to Ur (1996: 20), there are some problems faced by the 
learners in speaking activities. The problem include inhibition, the 
lack of them to be spoken, the low participation, and the use of 
mother tongue. Those problems can be explained as follows : 
a) Inhibition 
Unlike reading, writing, and listening activities, 
speaking requires some real time exposures to an audience. 
Learners are often inhibited about trying to say things in a 
foreign language in the classroom, such as worried about 
 
 
 
 
mistakes, fearful or criticism, or shy of the attention that their 
speech attracts. 
b) The lack of theme to be spoken 
Some learners get difficulties in thinking of anything to 
say, they have no motivation to express themselves beyond the 
gulty feeling that they should be speaking.  
c) The low participation 
Only one participant can talk at a time if he or she is to 
be heard. In a large group, this means that each one will have 
only very little time to talk. This problem is compounded by 
tendency of some learners to dominate, while others speak very 
little or not at all 
d) The use of mother tongue 
In a number of classes, the learners share the same 
mother tongue. They may tend to use it because of some 
reasons. Firstly, it is easier. it feels unnatural to speak to one 
another in a foreign language. The last, they feel less “ exposed 
“ if they are speaking their mother tongue. If they are talking in 
small group, it can be quite difficult to keep using the target 
language.  
e) Problem solution in Speaking Activity  
i. Use group work 
The increases the sheer amount of student talk going on a 
limited period of time and also lowers the inhibitions of 
 
 
 
 
students who are unwilling to speak in fronts of the full 
class. It is true that group work means the teacher can not 
supervise all students‟ speech, so that not all utterances will 
be correct, and talking into consideration occasional 
mistakes and mother tongue use, the amount of time 
remaining for positive, useful oral practice is till likely to be 
far more than in the full-class-set up. 
ii. Base the activity on easy language  
In general, the level of the language needed for a discussion 
should be lower than uses in intensive language learning 
activitues in the same class. It should be easily recalled and 
produced by the participants, so that they can speak fluently 
with the minimum of hesitation. It is a good idea to teach or 
review essential vocabulary before the activity starts. 
iii. Make a careful choice of topic and task to stimulate interest 
On the whole, the clearer purpose of the discussion the 
more motivated participants will be  a good topic is one 
which student can relate using ideas from their own 
experience and knowledge. It should also represent a 
genuine controversy. Some questions or suggested lines of 
thought can help to stimulate discussion. A task is 
essentially goal-oriented. It requires the group or pair to 
achieve an objective that is usually expressed by an 
observable result such as brief notes or lists, a 
 
 
 
 
rearrangement of jumbled items, a drawing , and a spoken 
summary.  
iv. Give some instruction or training in discussion skills  
If the task is based on group discussion then include 
instructions about participation when introducing it. For 
example, tell the students to make sure that everyone the 
group contributes to the discussion appoints a chairperson 
to each group who will regulate participation.  
v. Keep students speaking the target language 
Teachers might appoint one of the groups as monitor, 
whose job is to remind participants to use the target 
language, and perhaps report later to teacher how well the 
group managed to keep it. Even there is no actual penalty 
attached, the very awareness that someone is monitoring 
such lapses helps participants to be more careful.  
5. The Criteria of a Successful Speaking Activity  
According to Ur (1996 : 120 ), there are characteristics of a 
successful speaking activity :  
a. Learners talk a lot  
As much possible the period of time alloted to the activity is in fact 
occupied by learner talk. This may seem obvious, but often most time 
is taken up with teacher talk or pauses.  
Participants is even  
 
 
 
 
Classroom discussion is not dominated by a minority of talkaktive 
participants. All get a chance to speak, and contributions are fairly 
evenly distributed. 
b. Motivation is high  
Learners are eager to speak because they are interested in the topic and 
have something new to say about it, or because they want to contribute 
to achieve a task objective. 
c. Language is of an acceptable level  
Learners express themselves in utterances that are relevant, easily 
comprehensible to each other, and of an acceptable level of langauge 
accuracy.  
The researcher is using Nunan (2003:325) table of scoring in 
speaking assessment. 
Table 2.1 
Table of Scoring in Speaking Assessment 
No. The Aspect Evaluated Score Criteria 
1. Pronunciation 
4 
Phonetically accurate pronunciation 
throughout. 
3 
Occasional phonemic error, but generally 
comprehensible. 
2 
Many phonemic error, many difficult to 
percieve meaning. 
1 Incomprehensible or no response. 
2. Structure/Grammar 
4 No errors of morphology or syntax. 
3 
Generally accurate structure occasional 
slight error. 
2 
Error of basic structure but some phrase 
rendered correctly. 
 
 
 
 
1 
Virtually no correct structures or no 
response. 
3. Vocabulary 
4 
Consistent use of appropriate word 
throughout. 
3 
Mirror lexical problem, but generally 
appropriate. 
2 
Vocabulary usually inaccurate except for 
occasional correct words. 
  1 
Vocabulary inaccurate throughout or no 
response. 
No. The Aspect Evaluated Score Criteria 
4. Fluency 
4 
Speech is natural and continues any pause 
correspond to those which might be made by 
native speaker. 
3 
Speech is generally natural and continue, 
occasional slight stumbling or pause at 
unnatural points in the utterance. 
2 
Some define stumbling, but manages to 
rephrase and continue 
1 
Long pause, utterence left unfinished or no 
response. 
5. Comprehension 
4 
Logical and flowing, easy and effective 
communication, uses long turns. 
3 
Understandable, effective communication in 
short turn. 
2 
Clear but not on topic, very hesitant and 
brief utterances, sometimes difficult to 
understand. 
1 Not on topic, little or no communication. 
 
B. Review on Procedure Text 
1. Procedure Text  
This text type is commonly called as instruction text. It uses pattern 
of commend in building the structure. It uses to infinitive verb” which is 
 
 
 
 
omitted the “to”.  It is a kind of instruction text which uses full commend 
verb. Procedure is commonly used to describe how to make something 
which is close to our daily activity. According to Akka (2013: 102) 
“procedure text is a text that is designed to describe how something is 
achieved through a sequence of actions or steps. It explains how people 
perform different processes in a sequence of steps. This text uses simple 
present tense, often imperative sentences. It also uses the temporal 
conjunction such as first, second, then, next, finally, etc.” 
In addition, Bardi, (2017: 21) says that “A procedure tells how to 
do something, it might include instructions for carrying out a task, rules to 
game, directions to a destination or rules of behavior”.  A procedure text 
usually gives the goal of the activity. It lists materials needed to achieve 
the goal. It gives steps to accomplish the goal. It might give special 
warnings or consequences. So, procedure text is a piece of text that give us 
instructions for doing something.  
2. The Generic of Structure  
The generic structure of procedure text has three principal 
components namely (1) the goal, (2) materials, and (3) steps. Based on the 
explanation above procedure text is commonly stated as instruction text. 
Dominantly procedure text is arranged in imperative sentence. Procedure 
text can be about anything; how to make a cup of coffee, how to make 
omelet ,etc. The elements of generic structure in procedure text. 
3. The Purpose of Procedure Text  
 
 
 
 
According to Akka (2013: 103) “the purpose of procedure text is to 
anticipate the outcome that is intended or that guides your planned actions. 
A particular course of action intended to achieve a result. Or to help us do 
a task or make something”. There are three element of generic structure in 
procedure text, those are: 
a. Goal: it is contain the purpose of the text. 
b. Material or Ingredient: it is containing of the materials that used in the 
process. 
c. Step/method: it is contain of the steps to make something in the goal.   
4. The Grammatical Features of Procedure Text  
a. Present tense 
b. Past tense  
c. Future tense  
d. Command  
e. Adverb (tells How, when, where) 
f. Adverbial phrases (tells how, when, where or why).  
5. Example of Procedure Text 
 HOW TO MAKE PIZZA 
Ingredients: 
a. Cheese 
b. Topping 
c. Spices 
d. Tomatoes 
e. Yeast 
f. Flour 
 
 
 
 
g. Pan 
Steps: 
a. First, get some yeast and a pan 
b. Second, Turn on your bread machine 
c. Third, put flour, yeast into bread machine 
d. Fourth,take out in 30 minutes to an hour 
e. Fifth, smash tomatoes, put it in pizza 
f. Sixth, open cheese bag sprinkle on sauce 
g. Seventh, put topping of your choice on the pizza 
h. Then, cook in oven 30 minutes to an hour 
i. After that, open an oven and take out pizza, caution! Pan os hot! 
j. Finally, cut pizza into slices and it is ready to serve 
6. Example of Dialog Procedure Text  
Gilang  : that potato salad was delicious. How did you make it? 
Heni : oh it‟s very easy. Do you want to write it down? 
Gilang  : yes, I will 
Heni  : well, you need about six cooked potatoes, two spring onions, a 
: tablespoon of fresh parsley, a half tablespoon of lemon rind, salt, 
: pepper and paprika, and about a half cup of mayonnaise.  
Gilang  : all right, then what do you do?  
Heni  : well, first cut up the potatoes, the spring onions and the parsley. 
Then put them and the lemon rind into a salad bowl, and add a little salt, 
pepper and paprika. After that, add the mayonnaise and stir well.  
Gilang  : is that all? 
 
 
 
 
Heni : yes, then cover it and put in the refrigerator for twenty minutes. 
 
C. Review of Two Stay To Stray (TSTS) Technique 
Two stay two stray technique is one of the technique in cooperative 
learning which developed by Spenner Kagan (1992). It means a teaching 
technique in which students in a group of four, that is group consist of four 
member with a decision two stay and two stray. The two members stray to the 
other groups to learn something to find out assignment information. As they 
get information, they go back to their home team, and teach their friend the 
two who stay (Sugiyanto,2008:52). 
Lie (2002:62) defines that TSTS is working in groups in order to 
manage and assist each other in problem solving, share the knowledge an 
information that they have held from the discussion to another group, and 
encourage each other to gain the best achivement by straying to share and 
discuss and straying to explain information. 
1. Teaching procedure TSTS technique in Teaching Speaking  
According to Lie (2007:62), steps in using the TSTS technique are 
as follows: 
a. Students work together in groups of four as usual. 
b. Once completed, two students from each group will leave the group 
and each visit to the other group. 
c. Two students who live in the group in charge of the work and share 
their information to their guests. 
 
 
 
 
d. Guest excused himself and returned to their own groups and report 
their findings from others group. 
e. Matching groups and discuss the results of their work 
TSTS technique consist of several stages as follows: 
1) Preparation 
In the preparation phase, the things that teachers do is create a 
syllabus and assesment, instructional design, the task of preparing 
students and divide students into groups with each member of the 4 
students and each member must be heterogeneus group of students 
based on academic achivement and interest. 
2) Teacher presentations 
At this stage the teacher learning indicators, identify and explain 
the material in accordance with lesson plans that have been made. 
3) Group activies 
This learning using the activity sheet that contains the tasks must 
be learned by each students in one group. After receiving an 
activity sheet that contains issues related to the concept of matter 
and its classification, the students learn it in small groups (4 
students) are discussing the problem together members of the 
group. Each group is finishing his or solve a given problem in their 
own way. Then two of the four members of each group left the 
group and visit to another group, while two  members living in the 
group in charge of the work and deliver tjeir information to the 
guests. After obtaining information from two members who live, 
 
 
 
 
guest excused himself and returned to their respective groups and 
report its finding and check off and discuss the results of their 
work. 
4) Formalization 
After studying in groups and solve problems that are given one of 
the groups presented the  groups. result of group discussion to be 
communicated or discussed with other groups. Then the teacher 
directs  the students to discuss asnd formal shape. 
5) Evaluation and Awards group 
The evaluation phase is to determine how much students skills in 
understanding the material has been obtained using the model of 
cooperative learning model TSTS. Each student was given a quiz 
that contains questions of learning outcomes with TSTS model, 
which in turn followed by the awards to the group who received 
the highest average score.  
2. The Advantages of using Two Stay Two Stay Technique 
a. The Advantages of Using TSTS 
Two Stay Two Stray technique is a part of cooperative learning. 
Here are some advantages of using this technique an uderstand from 
module 3 Collaborative Learning (2011:15-18): 
1) A lot more done in a shorter amount of time 
a) One advantage of working in groups is that a problem can be 
solved faster and easier. 
 
 
 
 
b) Any time more than one person works together to solve a 
problem it is usually more efficient 
c) When working in a group it allows for people to think as one 
and help others become unstuck problem solving becomes 
easier when people work together. 
2) Each member of the group has something unique to contribute 
a) People often get stuck in their own unique ways of 
thinking,listening to another person‟s ideas helps them to their 
horizon. 
b) The saying two heads are better than one is definitely true. 
3) Motivated by others in the group 
a) Reassurance from others and trusting their own thoughts 
b) Because of the group students do not give up on doing 
assignment 
c) Group keeps each other on hand 
d) Partner explains things that are not easily understood 
4) Students relate to one another more easily than to a teacher 
a) Students feel more comfortable asking their own poers 
questions because they are on the same level 
b) Group creates a comfort zone 
c) Makes the assignment or project more fun. 
5) Long term benefit 
a) Teachers social skills such as cooperation, teamwork, and 
communication skills useful in later life 
 
 
 
 
b) Learn to work together to achive a common goal and how to 
problem solve together which is required in the workplace. 
b. The Disadvantages of Using TSTS 
Even there are many advantages of using Two Stay Two Stray 
technique, but there are also some disadvantages of using this 
technique: 
1) People need to go at different speeds 
2) Some students need more time than others to understand and absorb 
the information 
3) In groups slow students need to catch up which may cause tension 
because others are pulled back or delayed 
4) Some students may try to take over the group 
a) Not everyone in has an equal voice in a group. One person may 
dominate the group while others feel left out. 
b) Some students do not trust the abilites of others in the group 
which result in tension and refusing to cooperative. 
c) Quiet students may not feel comfortable 
5) Some students are say or reserved and feel when ashamed when 
working with others 
6) Not sure whether others will appreciate a person‟s benefits and 
values. 
 
D. Review of Think Pair Share Technique  
1. Definition of Think-Pair-Share 
 
 
 
 
Think pair share is designed to provide the students with “food for 
thought” on a given topics enabling them to formulate individual ideas and 
share these ideas with another students. It is a learning technique 
developed by Lyman and associates to encourage students classroom 
participation. Rather than using a basic recitation method in which a 
teacher poses a question and one student offers a response, Think-pair-
share encourages a high degree of pupil response and can help keep 
students on task (Ledlow, 2001:1).  
Kagan (2005:67) state this is designed to encourage students 
involvement. First, participants listen to the teacher‟s question. Then they 
think a response. After that they pair up with someone and discuss their 
responses. Finally, they are asked to share their responses randomly to the 
whole group. 
Think-pair-share is a low-risk to get many students actively 
involved in classes of any size. The procedure is simple: after asking a 
question , tell the students to think silently about their answer. As a 
variation we as a teacher might have them to write their individual answer. 
(depending on the complexity of the question and amount of time I think is 
appropriate for the activity, give them anywhere from 10 second to five 
minutes to work individually). Then ask them to pair up with a partner to 
compare or to discuss their responses. Finally, call randomly on a few 
students to summarize their discussion or give their answer. The random 
calls are important to ensure that students are individually acountable for 
participating (Ledlow, 2001:2). 
 
 
 
 
From the theory above the researcher can conclusion that Think-
pair-share technique is cooperative learning which low resk. Think-pair-
share have three steps techniques. (a) students think indiviually about the 
question from teacher, (b) the students discuss with the partner, (c) the 
students in front of class to share the work. 
2. The Advantages and Disadvantages of Think-pair-share  
Think-pair-share has some advantages and disadvntages, they are 
presented below:  
a. The Advantages 
1) Instructions find they can have a format change during lecture that 
only takes a small amount of class time. Preparation is generally 
easy and takes a short amount of time. 
2) The personal interaction motivates students who might not 
generally be interested in the discipline. 
3) You can ask different kinds and levels of questions. 
4) It engages the entire class and allows quiet students to answer 
questions without having to stand out from their classmates. 
5) You can asses student understanding by listening in on several 
groups during the activity, and by collecting responses at the end.  
6) The fluid nature of group formation makes this technique very 
effective and popular for use by instructors of large classes.  
7) Full class discussion is generally more fruitful after a think-pair-
share and throughoutthe semester as the frequent use of such 
 
 
 
 
activities generally improves student comfort levels and 
willingness to participate throughout a class period.  
(serc.carleton.edu/introgeo/interactive/tpsshare.html). 
b. The Disadvantages 
1) Can be very noisy 
2) Puts time pressure on some.  
(ect.usf.edu/broward/mod4/training/share.html) 
3. Procedures of Think-pair-share  
Based on Arends (2001:325) the procedures of think-pair-share as 
follows: 
a. Step 1 : Thinking 
The teacher poses a question or issue association with the lesson and 
asks the students to spend a minute thinking alone about the answer or 
the issue. Students need to tought that talking is not part of thinkig 
time. 
b. Step 2 : Pairing  
The teacher ask students to pair off and discuss what they have been 
thinking about. Interaction during this period can be sharing answer if 
a question has been posed or sharing ideas if aspecific issue was 
identified. Ussualy, teachers allow no more than four of five minutes 
for pairing.  
c. Step 3 : Sharing 
In the final step, the teacher asks the pairs to share with the whole class 
what they have been talking about. It is effective to simply go arround 
 
 
 
 
the room from to pair and continue until about a fourth or a half the 
pairs have had a chance the report.  
 
E. Previous Related Study 
The researcher uses two previous related studies in this thesis. The first 
previous related study is “The Effectiveness of Using Two Stay Two Stray 
Technique to Teach Writing” (An Experimental Study Conducted at the Eight 
Grade Students of SMP N 1 Paron in the Academic Year of 2012/2013) by 
Fitri Sundari from the islamic education of surakarta (IAIN Surakarta) of 
2014. This research was done on the teaching learning process on the English 
education study program in eight grade students of SMP N 1 Paron using 
TSTS Technique to teach writing. The researcher take this tittle because there 
any problem, this is those are low scores and the in-appropriate learning 
method or technique in the learning process. The objectives of the research are 
to know whether there are any significant differences in writing achievement 
between the students taught by TSTS technique and those taught by Grammar 
translation method of SMPN 1 Paron, especially the eight grade students and 
to know and to explain whether the students taught by TSTS technique have 
higher scores than those taught by GTM. 
The other previous study is “The Effectiveness of Using Two Stay Two 
Stray as a Technique in Improving Students Speaking Ability” (A Quasi 
Experimental Research at the Tenth Grade Students of SMA Taruna 
Nusantara Magelang in the Academic Year Of 2015/2016) by Octavia 
Puspaning Maharani from University of Semarang of 2015. Faculty of 
 
 
 
 
languages and arts. English Department. Researcher used this tittle  because 
the students frustrating in learning English especially Speaking skill. 
This research was done at march 2016, this research design used was 
quasi experimental research. Test and observation checklist were used as the 
instruments to collect the data and the result there is significant difference 
between the experimental group and the control group. The result indicate that 
two stay two stray technique is effective in improving the speaking ability at 
the tenth grades of SMA Taruna Nusantara Magelang in the academic year of 
2015/2016.  
 
 
F. Rationale 
Speaking is productive language teaching. Speaking can be called as 
oral communication and speaking is one of skills in English learning. The 
students sometimes face many problems in learning English, especially in 
learning speaking. The preliminary observation revaled that :  Students still 
get a low score in learning English, The students did not feel confident to 
speak English ,Teacher not given various technique to the students in teaching 
learning process. learning to speak is obviously more difficult. It means that 
more effort is required by the students and various interesting activities are 
also required by the teacher. In order to enable students to express their ideas 
in speaking, teachers should apply creative technique to teach English. So, the 
researcher choose Two Stay Two Stray technique in this research because 
there are two researcher that used Two Stay Two Stray technique and the 
 
 
 
 
result significant, it means this technique effective to teach speaking skill, in 
this technique, there are four people in each group that will discuss a topic. 
Then, two of them will stay as the expert and two others will stray to another 
group. 
Therefore, the researcher wants to find out the effectiveness of using 
Two Stay Two Stray technique in teaching speaking is effective or not.  
G. Hypothesis 
This research is to know whether teaching speaking using TSTS 
technique and to find the answer of the problem; the researcher should 
propose alternative Hypothesis (Ha) and Null Hypothesis (Ho) as bellow:  
1. Alternative Hypothesis (Ha) = “The use of Two Stay Two Stray technique 
is effective to teach speaking”. 
2. Null Hypothesis (Ho) = “The use of Two Stay Two Stray technique is not 
effective to teach speaking” 
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CHAPTER III 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 
 
A. Research Method  
The design of this study is an experimental research. There are many 
definitions about experimental research. Arikunto (2003:272) said that 
experimental research has a purpose to investigate whether there is an effect 
on “something” that is treated as subject of the research. In the other words, an 
experimental research tries to observe the cause and effect relations.  
Denim in Syamsudin (2011:150-151) stated that experimental research 
is to investigate the cause and effect relationship to expose one or more group 
experimental and one or more condition experimental. Experimental research 
can also be interpreted as a study objective, systematic and controlled manner 
to predict phenomena. The purpose of this research was to examine the 
relationship of causality.  
Sugiyono (2016:60) said that variable is constructs or characteristic is 
studied. This research has two variables; there are independent variable and 
dependent variable. Independent variable is Two Stay Two Stray technique 
and dependent variable is teaching speaking. Sugiyono (2006:109-114) stated 
that actually there are three basic design experimental; pre-experimental, quasi 
experimental, and true experimental. In this research, the researcher used quasi 
experimental design with the form of quasi experimental design is 
nonequivalent control group design. Quasi experimental design are 
constructed from the situations which already exist in the real world and 
 
 
 
 
probably more representative of the conditions found educational context 
(Campbell and Stanley:1963) . 
Table 3.1 
Design of Research 
Experimental group O1 X O2 
Control group  O3 - O4 
 
B. The Place and Time of The Research 
1. Place of the Research 
The research will be held at SMPN 3 Teras. JL. Tawangsari, RT1 
RW3 Tawangsari, Tawangsari, Teras, Boyolali, 57372, Jawa Tengah, 
Indonesia. The school was divided to 18 classes. There were sixth classes 
for seventh grade, sixth for seventh grade and sixth for ninth grade 
students. The experiment research was conducted in the seventh grade 
students of SMPN 3 Teras Boyolali in the academic year 2016/2017. 
2. Time of the research 
The researcher plans to conduct the research at the seventh grade 
students of SMPN 3 Teras in the academic year 2016/2017.  
Table 3.2 Research Schedule 
No Activities Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr Mey Jun 
Sept 
1 
Submission of 
the tittle 
         
2 
Determination 
of the title 
with the 
advisor  
         
3 
Permission of 
the research 
place  
         
4 
Making a 
thesis 
         
 
 
 
 
proposal 
5 
Conducting 
examination 
of  the thesis 
proposal  
         
 
No Activities Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr Mey Jun 
Sept 
6 
Conducting 
research  
         
7 
Collecting 
and anaylzing 
the data 
         
8 
Writing the 
thesis  
         
9 
Munaqosah           
 
C. Population, Sample and Sampling  
The researcher used experimental research. That consists of population, 
sample, and sampling.  
1. Population 
Arikunto states that population is all subjects of research 
(2001:285). According to MCMillan & Schumacher (2001:169) state that 
a population is a group of elements or cases, whether individuals, objects, 
or events, that conform to specific criteria and to which we intend to 
generalize the results of the results. The target population is often different 
from the list of elements from which the sample is actually selected, which 
is termed the survey population or sampling. 
Based on the statements above the researcher can concluded that 
population is the object will be researched. The population of the research 
is at the seventh grade students of SMPN 3 Teras in academic year 
 
 
 
 
2016/2017. The total number of population was 186 students divided into 
6 classes.  
 
 
2. Sample 
The number of population of the research is too big and out of the 
reach. In this case, research is conduct to part of the whole population. 
McMillan & Schumacher (2001:169) stated that the sample can be 
selected from a larger group of persons, identified as the population, or it 
can simply refer to the other group of subjects from whom data are 
collected (even though the subjects are not selected from the population.) 
Based on the statement above, there is possibility for the researcher 
to take sample from seventh grade students of SMPN 3 Teras. Therefore, 
the researcher takes two classes as the sample of this research. The first 
class is the experimental class which is taught using Two Stay Two Stray 
Technique in VII A class and the second class is the control class which 
think pair share in VIIB class.  
3. Sampling Technique 
In probability sampling subjects are drawn from a larger population 
in such a way that the probability of selecting each member of the 
population is known, though probabilities are not necessarily equal. 
McMillan &Schumacher (2001:170) there are several probability sampling 
procedures; simple random sampling, systematic sampling, stratified 
sampling , and cluster random sampling.  
 
 
 
 
The researcher used cluster random sampling, it is a similar to 
stratified random sampling in that groups of individuals are identified from 
the population and subject are drawn from these groups. In cluster random 
sampling, McMillan & Schumacher (2001:173) state the researcher 
identifies convenient, naturally occurring groups units, such as 
neighborhoods, schools, districts, or regions, not individual subject, and 
then randomly selects some of these units for the study.  
From this statement, the sampling technique of this research is 
cluster random sampling technique in which every class or unit has an 
equal chance of being selected from the frame or list. The researcher uses 
lottery to choose the two classes for the sample.   
D. Technique of  Collecting Data 
Technique of collecting data explains about the way of collecting data 
for the research. The researcher will use test as an instrument to collect the 
data.  
1. Test 
Test is the questions which is used to measure competence 
knowledge, intelligence, and ability of talent which is processed by 
individual or group to collect data (Arikunto, 2006:150). A test is a set of 
stimuli presented to individual in order to elicit responses on the basis of 
which a numerical score can be assigned (Ary, 189). A test is a systematic 
procedure in which the individuals tested are represented with a set of 
constructed stimuli to which they respond, the responses enabling the 
tester to assign the testes numerals (Kerlinger,1986). Based on the 
 
 
 
 
statement above the researcher use test as the instrument used for measure 
the students‟ product in speaking. The test is divided in two parts, pretest 
and posttest which were given in the experimental group and control 
group. 
The researcher explained the direction as clearly as possible to 
make the students understand about procedure text. In this research, the 
researcher carried out some steps, there are: 
Table 3.3 journal in experimental and control class 
No Day/date Time  Class  Teaching Process 
1 Fri, 12 
th 
May 
2017 
09.30-
11.15 
VII A Pre-test  
2 Fri, 12
th  
May  
2017 
11.15-
12.00 
12.30-
13.15 
VII B Pre-test  
3 Tue, 17
th 
May 
2017 
07.00-
08.15 
VII A Material : procedure 
text  
Theme : how to 
make indomie 
instant noodles  
4 Tue, 17
th 
May 
2017  
08,15-
09.45 
VII B Material : procedure 
text  
Theme : how to 
make indomie 
instant noodles 
5 Fri, 19
th
  May 
2017  
09.30-
11.15 
VII A Material : procedure 
text  
Theme : make 
dialog about that 
bring by students  
 
 
 
 
6 Fri, 19
th
  May 
2017  
11.15-
12.00 
12.30-
13.15 
VII B Material : procedure 
text  
Theme : make 
dialog about that 
bring by students 
7 Tue, 24
th
May 
2017 
07.00-
08.15 
VII A Post-test  
8 Tue, 24
th 
May 
2017  
08,15-
09.45 
VII B  Post- test  
 
a. Preparing the research instrument 
The researcher prepare research instrument to collect the data and 
analyses. 
 
b. Giving pre-test to the students 
The researcher uses pre-test to determine the initial state of the subject 
with regard to some particular variables. The researcher giving test for 
the students about the first meeting that researcher given 
c. Giving treatment to the students 
The researcher gives a treatment to students in meeting 2, 3 and 4. The 
treatment is about to know students speaking skill. The researcher after 
giving TSTS technique for teach speaking class, so the researcher to 
know the effect TSTS technique for students speaking skill.  
d. Giving post-test to the students 
After giving treatment, the students must do the post-test. The test is 
spoken. The post-test may reflect the pre-test experience itself. During 
the post-test, the researcher hopes the students get high score than the 
 
 
 
 
pre-test. Before they do post-test, they have to be given treatment: the 
researcher thinks that giving a treatment be effective to teach speaking 
skill. The speaking test used to know the students speaking skill. The 
test will be conducted at the end of the treatment in the last meeting. 
The purpose of this test is to know to the progression of the students 
speaking skill after they are taught by using TSTS technique and using 
think-pair-share technique. It is also done to get students score. The 
instruction in the speaking test is spoken.  
2. Validity of test 
Valid instrument means that the instrument is suitable for 
measuring the object that will be measured (Arikunto,2006: 168). In this 
study the researcher assumed the role of expert that the test was used was 
content validity for his study.  
a. Content validity  
Based on the validity of the instrument the researcher used was 
content validity. According to Nunan theories stated that the indicator 
of speaking test such as: pronounciation, structure, vocabulary, fluency 
and Comprehension. Based on the syllabus the content of the speaking 
skill in procedure text can measures accurately the students skill in 
speaking.  
3. Reliability of test  
The criteria of a good test includes at least the instrument should be 
valid and reliable. According to Arikunto (2006: 178), the reliability 
coefficients indicate the degree to which the result on a scale can be 
 
 
 
 
considered internally consistent, or reliable. What we will do tomorrow or 
next will be consistent with what we do today and what we has done last 
week. It is stable, if we measure the same things twice under the same 
condition, we would not get the exact same measurement each time. 
However, using an accurate procedure, the result of measurement twice 
would probably be close. The purpose of measuring things twice is to 
attempting to discover the true value and no errors occurred. The 
measurement would involve accuracy and consistency.  
a. Reliability (Rater Reliability) 
According to Mahmudah , (2016: 43) by reliability is meant the 
stability of test scores. Test reliability is affected by a number of 
factors, chief among them being the adequacy of the sampling of tasks. 
In addition, reliability is the degree to which a test consistently 
measures whatever it measures. Reliability refers to the consistency of 
the students achievement.  
In this study, the researcher used the score/rater reliability with 
English teacher in SMPN 3 Teras (Puji Herlina, S,Pd.). Mahmudah, 
(2016, 44)  states that scorer rater reliability refers to the situations for 
which reliability must be investigated, such as essay test, short answer 
test involving more than one word response, rating scale and 
observation instrument. In this study, the researcher used assessment 
criteria from a book practical English language teaching by Nunan.  
This technique is to know the degree to which different raters give 
consistent answer os estimates. The researcher as the first rater gave 
 
 
 
 
the scores of the skill in speaking procedure text test, and then the 
second rater gave the score. The second rater is the English teacher of 
SMPN 3 Teras.  
4. Research Instrument  
In any scientific research, instrument for collecting data is absolutely 
important. The accuracy of the result of research mostly depends on how 
accurate the use instrument is. Before research is carried out the 
instrument for the data collection should be prepared well.  
The researcher used speaking test as an instrument. In this case, students 
were asked to make a dialog about procedure text. The test was given to 
the sample and results were gathered as the data of this study. The test was 
done twice, as pre-test and post-test. Pre-test was done before the 
researcher gave the treatment to students and it was used to know their 
speaking achievement. Post-test was done after giving the treatment to 
know their speaking achievement also.  
 
E. Technique Analyzing the Data 
1. Data Description 
The data description was used to analyze the data using frequency 
distribution: mean, median, mode, standard deviation. 
a. Mean 
The mean (symbolized by  ) is simply the arithmetic average 
of all the scores. It is calculated by summing all the scores and then 
 
 
 
 
dividing the sum by the number of scores (McMillan and Schumacher, 
2001:215). The algebraic formula used to determine the mean is: 
 ̅  
∑ 
 
 
Where: 
 ̅ = the mean score 
∑   = the sum of students‟ score 
   = number of cases  
b. Median 
The median is that point which divides a rank-ordered 
distribution into halves that have an equal number of scores. 
(McMillan and Schumacher, 2001:216). The formula used to 
determine the median for frequency distribution is: 
      (
 
     
  
) 
Where: 
    = median 
  = the lower limit of the interval within which the median lies 
  = interval 
    = the cumulative frequency in all interval below the interval 
containing the median 
   = the frequency of cases within the interval containing the 
median 
c. Mode 
 
 
 
 
The mode is simply the score that occurs most frequently in a 
distribution (McMillan and Schumacher, 2001:217). The formula used 
to determine the median for frequency distribution is: 
      (
  
     
) 
Where: 
    = mode 
  = the lower limit of the interval within which the median lies 
  = interval (class width) 
    = the frequency in above of interval containing mode 
   = the frequency in below of interval containing mode  
d. Standard Deviation 
The standard deviation is a numerical index that indicates the 
average variability of the scores. It tells us, in other words, about 
distance, on the average of the score from the mean (McMillan and 
Schumacher, 2001:221).  
1) Individual scores: 
  √
∑(   ̅)
 
   
 
2) Data in frequency distribution 
  
√∑    
  
(∑    )
 
 
   
 
 
2. Pre-requisite test  
 
 
 
 
a. Normality test 
In this research, the researcher used Liliefors Theory. In 
Liliefors theory, the data should be arranged early (Hardi, 2014:69). 
There are several steps by using Liliefors Theory in this below:  
1) Arranging the data from lower to higher 
2) Determining the mean score by using formula, as follow: 
 ̅  
∑ 
 
 
3) Determining the standard deviation by using the formula: 
  
√∑    
  
(∑    )
 
 
   
 
4) Calculating   value from each numbers with following the 
formula: 
   
    
 
 
5) Calculating  (  ) from each numbers with following the formula: 
To half of first data  (  )         
To half of end data  (  )         
   can be looked in the table of The Standard Normal Distribution 
6) Calculating  (  ) from each numbers by using the formula: 
 (  )  
  
 
 
   is an example of number one,    is an example of number two, 
etc.  
 
 
 
 
7) Calculating the Liliefors arithmetic from each numbers by using 
the fomula: 
   | (  )   (  )| 
8) Comparing the maximum result of      with        and the 
normality test can be found. If             the distribution of the 
test runs normally but if             the distribution of the test 
dos not normally. 
b. Homogeneity 
Homogeneity is used to know whether the data is homogeneous 
or not. In order to test the homogeneity, the researcher uses Bartlet 
Theory. The researcher used some steps in the following. 
1) The scores of pre-test and post-test from the students is squared 
2) Determining variance or   
  from post-test and pre-test score by 
using the formula: 
  
  
(∑  
  
(∑  )
 
  
)
   
 
Where: 
  
  = variance of each group 
   = number of cases of each group 
3) Determining    by using the formula: 
   
,∑ (  
 (    ))-
 (   )
 
4) Determining        
  (     )(   ) 
 
 
 
 
5) Determining    
   (    ) ,  ∑(    )      
 - 
6) Comparing the result of    with        , the groups are 
homogenous when    is lower than        
c. Hypothesis testing 
The data analysis in this research is using T-test independent it 
means that two groups that compare is    ≠   and variant homogenity 
with freedom degree (dk) =    +     – 2 
Formula  
t= 
     
√
(    )  
  (    )  
 
       
*
 
  
 
 
  
+
 
where : 
   = mean score of experiment class 
   = mean score of control class  
   = total sample of experiment class  
  = total sample of control class 
  
  = standard deviation of experiment  
  
  = standard deviation of control class  
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CHAPTER IV 
RESEARCH FINDING AND DISCUSSION 
 
 This chapter discusses the result of the research conducted in the seventh 
grade of SMP Negeri 3 Teras. This chapter provides some findings and discussion 
about the use of Two Stay Two Stray activity especially Technique in teaching 
Speaking. This chapter consists of research findings, data analysis, and discussion.  
A. Research Finding 
To find out difference between the students who were taught using 
Two Stay Two Stray as a technique and the students who were taught Think 
Pair Share technique in teaching English Speaking in SMP Negeri 3 Teras, the 
researcher did an analysis of quantitative research. The data was obtained by 
giving test to the experimental class and control class after giving a different 
treatment of learning process in both classes. The subjects of this research 
were divided into two classes. They are experimental class (VII A) that 
consists of 24 students, and control class (VII B) that consist of 24 students.  
The researcher gave try out test to readability before items were given 
to the students. Test was given before and after the students follow the 
learning process that was provided by the researcher. The next researcher gave 
treatment to the experimental class, and post-test to both of experimental class 
and control class.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1. The Procedure of  Two Stay Two Stray Technique 
Two stay two stray is a technique of cooperative learning. The main 
purpose of this activity is to generate ideas or arguments that will be 
developed in a speech. The procedure of Two Stay Two Stray in the class :  
a. Opening: 
The researcher started the lesson by greeting and praying. After that, 
she checked the student‟s attendance list, introduced the procedures of 
Two Stay Two Stray technique, told to the students about the 
advantages in learning Speaking using technique. And then the 
researcher gave a topic about procedure text which would be discussed 
using Two Stay Two Stray.  
b. Main activity : 
Exploration 
1) Teachers provide mixed procedure text on how to make food and 
drink. 
2) Teachers provide examples of how to analyse diverse procedure 
texts on how to make food and drink. 
3) Students listen. 
4) Teacher guides students to make group, each group consisting of 4 
students. 
5) Students form groups. 
6) Teacher guides students to interpret the text of the procedure they 
receive. 
7) Students begin to discuss with their groups with different texts. 
 
 
 
 
8) Teacher directs students to share between host and guest (two stay 
two stray). 
9) Students divide between host and guest, host (two stay) and guest 
(two stray). 
10) Teacher guides students to create procedure text with their own 
words. 
Elaboration 
1) The teacher guides guests to stand up and visit other group's hosts 
to receive information about different procedure texts. 
2) Students start to do Two Stay Two Stray 
3) Teachers direct students to return to their respective groups. 
4) Students return to their respective groups and begin discussing 
different procedural texts so they can dialogue. 
Confirmation 
1) Teachers start calling each group to dialogue about the outcomes of 
several group discussions. 
2) Teachers judge while justifying their dialogue. 
c. Closing  
Students and researcher make a summary or conclusion of the 
lesson. The researcher closed the learning activities and motivates the 
students. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. The Procedure of Think-Pair-Share Technique 
a. Opening: 
The researcher started the lesson by greeting and praying. After 
that, she checked the student‟s attendance list, introduced the 
procedures of Think Pair Share technique, told to the students about 
the advantages in learning learning Speaking  using technique. And 
then the researcher gave a topic about procedure text which would be 
discussed using Think Pair Share.  
b. Main activity: 
Exploration 
1) Teachers provide mixed procedure text on how to make food and 
drink. 
2) Teachers provide examples of how to analyze diverse procedure 
texts on how to make food and drink. 
3) Students listen. 
4) Teacher guides students to pair. 
5) Students form start looking for spouse. 
6) Teacher guides students to interpret the text of the procedure they 
receive. 
7) Students begin to discuss with their spouses. 
8) Teachers give different themes to each couple. 
9) Students begin to think and understand the theme given by the 
teacher (Think). 
 
 
 
 
 
Elaboration 
1) Teacher guides every couple to discuss (pair). 
2) Students start in pairs for discussion of the themes they get. 
3) The teacher directs each pair to be able to create the procedure text 
with his or her own words. 
4) Students begin to discuss with their spouses. 
5) Teacher guides the discussion of each couple. 
6) Every couple asked. 
Confirmation 
1) Teachers start calling each partner to dialogue about the outcome 
of the discussion of each couple. 
2) Students come to the next class in dialogue about the text of the 
procedure. (Share) 
3) Teacher assesses while justifying their dialogue. 
c. Closing 
Students and researcher make a summary or conclusion of the 
lesson. The researcher closed the learning activities and motivates the 
students.  
 
B. The Data Description  
Based on the analysis, the descriptions of the data were divided into 
four groups, as follows: 
 
 
 
 
 
1. The data from pre-test of the Speaking skill of the students for the group 
taught by Two Stay Two Stray technique (pre-test in experimental class). 
Descriptive analysis of the data from pre-test in experimental class 
show that score is 55 up to 80. The mean was 67.875, the mode was 68.25 
and the median is 68.25. The frequency distribution of the data from pre-
test experimental class is in Table 4.1, histogram is presented in figure 4.1. 
Table 4.1 
Frequency Distribution of Pre-test in Experimental Class 
Class 
Limit 
Class 
Boundaries 
Midpoint Frequency xi
2
 fixi fixi
2
 
55-59 54,5-59,5 57 1 3249 57 3249 
60-64 59,5-64,5 62 5 3844 310 19220 
65-69 64,5-69,5 67 8 4489 536 35912 
70-74 69,5-74,5 72 7 5184 504 36288 
75-79 74,5-79,5 77 2 5929 154 11858 
80-84 79,5-84,5 82 1 6724 82 6724 
SUM 
   
29419 1643 113251 
 
 
Figure 4.1 Histogram pre-test in Experimental Class 
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Interval    = 4.16 (5) 
Mean  = 67,875 
Mode   = 68.25 
Median  = 68.25 
2. The data from post-test of the Speaking skill of the students for the group 
taught by Two Stay Two Stray technique (post-test in experimental class). 
Descriptive analysis of the data from post-test in experimental class 
show that score is 68 up to 80. The mean was 73.08, the mode was 69.57 
and the median is 72.3. The frequency distribution of the data from post-
test experimental class is in Table 4.2, histogram are presented in figure 
4.2. 
Table 4.2 
Frequency Distribution of Post-test in Experimental Class. 
Class 
Limit 
Class 
Boundaries 
Midpoint Frekuensi xi
2
 fixi fixi
2
 
68-70 67,5-70,5 69 9 4761 621 42849 
71-73 70,5-73,5 72 5 5184 360 25920 
74-76 73,5-76,5 75 5 5625 375 28125 
77-79 76,5-79,5 78 4 6084 312 24336 
80-82 79,5-82,5 81 1 6561 81 6561 
83-85 82,5-85,5 84 0 7056 0 0 
SUM 
   
35271 1749 127791 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Figure 4.2 Histogram Post-test in Experimental Class 
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Highest = 80 
Lowest = 68 
Range = 12 
Class = 5.5 (6) 
Interval = 3 
Mean = 73.08 
Mode = 69.57 
Median = 72.3 
3. The data from pre-test of the Speaking skill of the students for the group 
taught by Think-Pair-Share (pre-test in control class). 
Descriptive analysis of the data from pre-test in control class show 
that score is 50 up to 75. The mean was 63.08, the mode was 64.1 and the 
median is 62.83. The frequency distribution of the data from pre-test 
control class is in table, histograms are presented in figure. 
Table 4.3 frequency distribution of pre-test control class 
Table 4.3   
Frequency Distribution of Pre-test in Control Class 
Class 
Limit 
Class 
boundaries 
midpoint frequency xi
2
 fixi fixi
2
 
50-54 49,5-54,5 52 3 2704 156 8112 
55-59 54,5-59,5 57 5 3249 285 16245 
60-64 59,5-64,5 62 6 3844 372 23064 
65-69 64,5-69,5 67 4 4489 268 17956 
70-74 69,5-74,5 72 5 5184 360 25920 
75-79 74,5-79,5 77 1 5929 77 5929 
SUM    25399 1518 97226 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  Figure 4.3 Histogram Pre-test in Control Class 
 
 
Highest  = 75 
Lowest  = 50 
Range  = 25 
Class  = 5.55 (6) 
Interval  = 4.16 (5) 
Mean  = 63.08 
Mode  = 64.1 
Median  = 62.83 
 
4. The data from post-test of the speaking skill of the students for the group 
taught by Think-Pair-Share (post-test in control class).  
Descriptive analysis of the data from post-test in control class show 
that score is 56 up to 76. The mean was 66.875, the mode was 64.1 and the 
median is 66.61. The frequency distribution of the data from post-test 
control class is in table, histogram  are presented in figure. 
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Table 4.4 
Frequency Distribution of Post-test in Control Class 
Class 
Limit 
Class Boundaries Midpoint Frequency xi
2
 fixi fixi
2
 
56-59 55,5-59,5 57,5 4 3306,25 230 13225 
60-63 59,5-63,5 61,5 1 3782,25 61,5 3782,25 
64-67 63,5-67,5 65,5 9 4290,25 589,5 38612,25 
68-71 67,5-71,5 69,5 5 4830,25 347,5 24151,25 
72-75 71,5-75,5 73,5 4 5402,25 294 21609 
76-79 75,5-79,5 77,5 1 6006,25 77,5 6006,25 
SUM 
   
27617,5 1600 107386 
 
 
Figure 4.4 Histogram Post-test in Control Class 
Highest  = 76 
Lowest  = 56 
Range  = 20 
Class  = 5.55 (6) 
Interval  = 3.33 (4) 
Mean  = 66.875 
Mode  = 64.1 
Median  = 66.61 
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C. Pre-requisite Test 
1. Normality test    
The researcher used Liliefors. The normality test is purposed to 
know whether the variable data research distribution is normal distributed 
or not. The whole computation for the normality test can be seen at the 
appendices.  
The result of pre-test in experimental class shows that the value of 
liliefors is 0.128348. While, the result of post-test in experimental class 
shows that the value is 0.166433 for N = 24 at the level of significant α = 
0.05 is 0.1764. It means that the data of experimental class comes from 
normally distributed population.  
The result of pre-test in control class shows that the value of 
Liliefors is 0.091. While, the result of post-test in control class shows that 
the value is 0.119 for N = 24 at the level of significant α = 0.05 is 0.1764. 
It means that the data of control class comes from normally distributed 
population. 
Table 4.5 
Summary of Normality Test 
Data 
The 
Number of 
Sample 
L 
Obtained 
(Lo) 
L 
Table 
(Lt) 
Alfa 
(Α) 
Distribution 
of 
Population 
Pre-test exp  
Post-test exp 
Pre-test control 
Post-test control 
24 
24 
24 
24 
0.128348 
0.166433 
0.091 
0.119 
0.1764 
0.1764 
0.1764 
0.1764 
0,05 
0.05 
0.05 
0.05 
Normal  
Normal  
Normal  
Normal  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Homogeneity test  
Homogeneity test is done to know that the data are homogeneous. 
If Xo
2 
is lower than xt
2
 (α = 0,05), it can be concluded that the data are 
homogeneous.  
Table 4.6 
The Homogeneity Test  
Data 
The number of 
sample 
X0
2 
Xt
2 Alfa (α) 
Status 
Pre test 
Post test 
24 
24 
0.11 
32.05 
35.172 
35.172 
0.05 
0.05 
Homogen 
Homogen 
 
Based on the result of calculation above, it can be seen that the x02 
in pre-test of experimental class and control class 0.11 is lower than xt
2
 at 
the level significant (α) 0.05 = 35.172 So, x0
2 
< xt
2 
(0.11 < 35.172) and the 
data are homogeneous. While the result in post-test of experiment class 
and control class is x0
2
 32.05677 is lower than xt
2
 at the level of significant 
(α) 0.05% = 35.172. So, x0
2
 < xt
2
 (32.05677 < 35.172) and the data are 
homogeneous too.  
3. Hypothesis Testing  
 To test the first hypothesis, the researcher uses t-test. Null 
hypothesis (Ho) states that teaching with technique is effective to increase 
Speaking, while alternative hypothesis (Ha) states that Two Stay Two 
stray is not effective to increase Speaking skill. Null hypothesis (Ho) is 
rejected if to>tt (t observation > t table) for degree of freedom (df)= n1 + 
n2-2 and at the level significance α= 0.05, which means that alternative 
 
 
 
 
hypothesis (Ha) is accepted, on the contrary, if t0<tt (t observation < t 
table), Ho is accepted and Ha is rejected.   
The result of t computation (t-test) shows that the t observation (to) 
is 6.14 while the t table (tt) for the degree of freedom 46 and at the level 
significance 0.05 is 2.021 it can be seen that the t observation (to) is higher 
that t table (tt), which means that the alternative hypothesis (Ha) is 
accepted while the null hypothesis (Ho) is rejected.  
There is a significant difference in the achievement of Speaking 
between the students taught by using Two Stay Two Stray technique and 
those taught using Think Pair Share. 
To test the second hypothesis, the researcher needs to compare the 
means score of the two groups. The mean score of the experimental group 
is 73.08 while the mean score of the control group is 66,875, it shows that 
the mean score of the experimental group is higher than the mean score of 
the control group. It can be concluded that Two Stay Two Stray technique 
is more effective to teach Speaking skill.  
 
D. Discussion 
Based on the research findings, the researcher provides some 
explanation as follows: 
The Effectiveness of Using Two Stay Two Stray Technique To Teach 
Speaking Skill At The Seventh Grade Students SMPN 3 Teras in the 
Academic Year 2016/2017. 
 
 
 
 
Learning Speaking is one of the two steps in learning a second 
language. Various of techniques can be used in learning Speaking the 
researcher uses Two Stay Two Stray technique to teach Speaking for the 
students of experimental class. The researcher gave pre-test to both 
experiment and control class. After pre-test, the researcher gave treatment for 
experiment and control class by taught procedure text in front of class.  
This section presents the discussion of the research findings contains 
the important point from the computation of the data analysis to the hypothesis 
testing. The data were obtained from the pre-test scores and post-test scores in 
both of the class are to know the students Speaking Skill before the treatment. 
The data of pre-test scores in experimental class shows that the score is 55 up 
to 80. It means that the lowest score is 55 and the highest scores are 80. The 
mean of the score is 67.875. The median is 68.25. The mode is 68.25. And 
standard deviation is 5.8. The data of pre-test in control class shows that the 
score is 50 up to 75. It means that the lowest score is 50 and the highest score 
is 75. The mean of the score is 63.08. The median is 62.83, the mode is 64.1, 
and the standard deviation is 7.26. The data of post-test score is to know the 
student‟s speaking skill after the treatment. The data of post-test score in 
experimental class is 68 up to 80. It means that the highest scores are 80 and 
the lowest 68. The mean of the score is 73.08. The median is 71.3. The mode 
is 69.57, and the standard deviation is 3.80. The data of post-test score of 
control class is 56 up to 76. It means that the higher score is 76 and the lowest 
scores are 56. The mean of the score is 66.875. The median is 66.1. The mode 
is 64.1, and the standard deviation is 5.491.  
 
 
 
 
Before the data was analyzed, normality and homogeneity must be 
obtained. The normality and homogeneity were obtained from the pre-test and 
post-test score in both of the class. In the data of pre-test in experimental class 
be seen that Lo is 0.128348 lower than Lt 0.1764. It can be concludes that the 
data of pre-test score of the experimental group are in normal distribution and 
Ho is accepted. Meanwhile, the data of pre-test score in the control class 
shows that Lo 0.166433 lower than Lt 0.1764. Because the value of Lo is 
lower than Lt it means that the data of pre-test score in the data of pre-test 
score in the control group are in normal distribution.  
The data of post-test score in experimental group is also in normal 
distribution, it can be seen that Lo 0.091 is lower than Lt 0.1764, so that Ho is 
accepted. Meanwhile the data of post test score in the control group shows that 
Lo 0.119 is lower than Lt 0.1764. it can be concluded that the data of post test 
score In the control group are in normal distribution and in the group Ho is 
also accepted.  
The data pre-test and post-test in both of the class was also 
homogeneous. It was provided with the result of the value in Xo is lower than 
Xt (0.11 < 35.172) so that Ho is accepted, the data of pre-test in both of group 
is homogeneous. Meanwhile, the data of post-test in both of groups shows that 
Xo is lower than Xt (32.05677 < 35.172). It means Ho is accepted, it can be 
concluded that the data of pre-test and post-test in both of the classes is 
homogeneous. The table for n =24 in level of significant α= 0.005 is 2.021 
because t > t table (6.14 >2.021) for level significant 0.005, Ho is rejected and 
Ha is accepted. It means that there is significant between students who are 
 
 
 
 
taught by using Two Stay Two Stray and those who are taught by using 
Think-Pair-Share. The students who are taught by using TSTS had higher 
score than those who are taught by TPS.  
The students‟ condition in experimental class who were taught by using 
Two Stay Two Stray was more active, confident and interest with the learning 
process. TSTS (two stay two stray) is appropriate for teach Speaking skill 
because the structure proceed is potentially to students.  
According to Lie (2007:62), steps in using the TSTS technique are as 
follows: (1). Students work together in groups of four as usual; (2) Once 
completed, two students from each group will leave the group and each visit to 
the other group;(3)Two students who live in the group in charge of the work 
and share their information to their guests;(4)Guest excused himself and 
returned to their own groups and report their findings from others 
group;(5)Matching groups and discuss the results of their work, it means that 
TSTS make possible to help each other. The students given Two Stay Two 
Stray have better score in Speaking than the students given TPS. The result of 
the data analysis proven that students‟ score of Speaking taught by using Two 
Stay Two Stray is better. It means that the use of Two Stay Two Stray to 
teaching Speaking is quite effective. 
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CHAPTER V 
CONCLUSION, IMPLICATION, AND SUGGESTION 
 
A. Conclusion 
Based on the data analysis, so the researcher can conclude as follows: 
1. There is significant difference of the student‟s Speaking achievement 
between those who are taught by using two stay two stray and those who 
are taught by using Think Pair Share. It can be proved from t-test result 
to>tt for level significance 0.05, so there are difference Speaking 
achievement between experiment and control class, The students who are 
taught by using TSTS technique have higher scores than those are taught 
by using TPS. It can be proved from the average of Speaking achievement. 
The students who are taught by using TSTS technique (73.08) have higher 
scores than those who are taught by using TPS (66.87). 
 
B. Implication  
The result of this research shows that two stay two stray technique can 
give better achievement in Speaking than TPS. It means that two stay two 
stray technique is appropriate to be applied in teaching Speaking for students 
in SMP N 3 Teras especially in the seventh grade students. The selection of 
two stay two stray technique is reasonable because on the condition of the 
students. They are more active in the classroom. The conclusion has some 
implications as follows:  
 
 
 
 
1. Two stay two stray technique can be applied to teach Speaking Skill of 
junior high school especially for the seventh grade students of junior high 
school.  
2. Two stay two stray technique builds students more actively talk, express 
their opinions and suggested questions. The students do more activities 
then the teacher in teaching learning process.  
 
C. Suggestion  
Related to the result of the study that there is a significant difference in 
the achievement Speaking between the students who are taught by using TSTS 
technique and those who are taught by using TPS and that students who are 
taught by using TSTS technique have higher achievement in Speaking, the 
researcher would like to give suggestion as follows : 
1. To the English teachers 
Teaching English is difficult, so to make the students interested in 
this subject, the teacher should use various methods in teaching Speaking. 
Teacher can choose an appropriate method and technique based on the 
situation. Since the research shows that TSTS technique is better than TPS 
technique for teaching Speaking, it is recommended for teacher to use 
TSTS technique in teaching Speaking.  
2. To the Students  
The students should be active in the teaching and learning process 
do more practices in the class. The students have to improve their 
competence of Speaking with various activities individually and in groups. 
 
 
 
 
Because Speaking is not only a complex skill but also very important to 
academic success and as requirements for many occupations and 
professions. 
3. To other researchers 
The researcher is aware that her research is not the end of the 
problem being studied. The result of the study merely confirms the 
hypothesis it does not prove that something is absolutely true all the time. 
Moreover, together with the advancement of technology, there must so 
many methods and techniques. Thus, the research needs considerable 
improvement through further research studies.    
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Appendix 1 
LIST OF STUDENT’S  
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List of Students 
Student‟s Name of Experimental Class 
No Name 
1 Adham Zaidaan  
2 Aditya Yulian  
3 Agnes Mariana  
4 Agung Prasetya 
5 Andi Purnomo  
6 Annisa Dyah Kusuma 
7 Dendhi Agus Febrian 
8 Eko Aan Nugraha 
9 Fauzan Dika Atmaja 
10 Hayu Rahmanu  
11 Indiyani Vivi Delian 
12 Irsyad Lutfi Nasruli 
13 Isna Nur Agustine 
14 Mayki Ananda 
15 Muhammad Andriyanto 
16 Novita Aryanto 
17 Nur Alfa Toni Akbar 
18 Pramudya Amara 
19 Ricky Nur Wicaksono  
20 Riris Dwi Astuti  
21 Sawung Bumi  
22 Susan Sundari  
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Student‟s name of control class 
23 Syahadah Lutfiah 
24 Wahyu Putri Ramadhani  
No  Name  
1 Adel Difa Supriyan  
2 Aisyah Yarsiska 
3 Andre Vico Firmansyah 
4 Dimas Avian Azhar 
5 Dimas Pratama 
6 Dita Ayu Mandiri 
7 Dwi Wiyatmoko 
8 Eko Prasetyo  
9 Endang Rohmawati 
10 Fajar Tri Anandra 
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11 Faradilla Febri  
12 Gilang Aditya  
13 Indra Ridho  
14 Isnaeni Marhas  
15 Krisna Refangga  
16 Muhammad Yusuf  
17 Nadiyah Tiara  
18 Prawistyan Fajar  
19 Risma Anjar Saputri 
20 Rista Dewi 
21 Risky Gunawan  
22 Risky Yusuf  
23 Siti Sholehah 
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Appendix 2 
STUDENT’S SCORE 
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A. Data Result  
Student‟s score in experimental class 
 
No  Name  Pre test Post test  
1 AZ 71 73 
2 AYS 55 72 
3 AM 70 70 
4 AP 69 75 
5 AP 70 70 
6 AD 67 70 
7 DA 71 71 
8 DAF 67 75 
9 EON 67 68 
10 FDA 64 69 
11 HR 63 69 
12 IVD 61 70 
13 ILN 65 75 
14 INA 69 69 
15 MA 80 80 
16 MA 73 75 
17 NA 60 71 
18 NATA 75 78 
19 PA 69 72 
20 RNW 75 76 
21 RDA 63 75 
22 SB 70 77 
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23 SS 71 79 
24 SL  65 80 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Student‟s score in control class 
No  Name  Pre test Post test  
1 ADS 70 71 
2 AY 64 67 
3 AVF 66 70 
4 DAA 70 72 
5 DP 53 56 
6 DAM 62 65 
7 DW 55 59 
8 EP 58 66 
9 ER 57 70 
10 FTA 50 57 
11 FFI 53 66 
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12 GAP 56 58 
13 IRS 62 66 
14 IMT 62 67 
15 KE 58 60 
16 MY 62 67 
17 NTM 70 71 
18 PF 65 67 
19 RAS 64 65 
20 RDH 73 75 
21 RG 69 70 
22 RYB 68 70 
23 SS 72 74 
24 TW  75 76 
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Appendix 3 
CALCULATION 
DATA 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 167 
 
A. Distribution Frequency  
 
1. Pre-test Experimental Class  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
H
i
ghest   = 80 
 Lowest   = 55 
 Range    = 25 
 Class     = 5.55 (6) 
 Interval    = 4.16 (5) 
 Mean   = 67,875 
 Mode    = 68.25 
 Median  = 68.25 
Caculation of Mean, Mode and Median 
a. The highest score are 80 
b. The lowest score are 55 
c. Range is 80 - 55 = 25 
d. Number of class  = 1 + (3.3) .log(24) 
= 5.55 ~ 6 
class 
limit 
class 
boun  midpoint  frequency xi
2
 fixi fixi
2
 
55-59 
54,5-
59,5 57 1 3249 57 3249 
60-64 
59,5-
64,5 62 5 3844 310 19220 
65-69 
64,5-
69,5 67 8 4489 536 35912 
70-74 
69,5-
74,5 72 7 5184 504 36288 
75-79 
74,5-
79,5 77 2 5929 154 11858 
80-84 
79,5-
84,5 82 1 6724 82 6724 
 SUM        29419 1643 113251 
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e. Interval (i) = 
  
 
 = 4,16 ~ 5 
f. Mean ( ̅) = 
  
 
 = 
    
  
        
g. Mode  = L + i ,
  
     
- 
=64.5 + 5,
 
   
- 
= 64.5 + 3.75 
= 68.25 
h. Median = L + i {
 
 
    
  
} 
= 64.5 + 5{
  
 
  
 
} 
= 64.5 + 3.75 
= 68.25 
 
2. Post-test Experimental Class  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Highest = 80 
 Lowest = 68 
 Range  = 12 
 Class  = 5.5 (6) 
 Interval = 3 
 Mean  = 73.08 
class 
limit 
class 
boundaries Midpoint frekuensi 
xi
2
 fixi fixi
2
 
68-70 67,5-70,5 69 9 4761 621 42849 
71-73 70,5-73,5 72 5 5184 360 25920 
74-76 73,5-76,5 75 5 5625 375 28125 
77-79 76,5-79,5 78 4 6084 312 24336 
80-82 79,5-82,5 81 1 6561 81 6561 
83-85 82,5-85,5 84 0 7056 0 0 
 SUM        35271 1749 127791 
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 Mode  = 69.57 
 Median = 72.3 
 
 
Caculation of Mean, Mode and Median 
a. The highest score are 80 
b. The lowest score are 68 
c. Range is 80 - 68 = 12 
d. Number of class  = 1 + (3.3) .log(24) 
= 5.55 ~ 6 
e. Interval (i) = 
  
 
 = 2  
f. Mean ( ̅) = 
  
 
 = 
    
  
       
g. Mode  = L + i ,
  
     
- 
=67.5 + 3,
 
   
- 
= 67.5 + 2.07 
= 69.57 
h. Median = L + i {
 
 
    
  
} 
= 70.5 + 3{
  
 
  
 
} 
= 70.5 + 1.8 
= 72.3 
3. Pre-test Control Class  
class 
limit 
class 
boundaries midpoint  frequency xi
2
 fixi fixi
2
 
50-54 49,5-54,5 52 3 2704 156 8112 
55-59 54,5-59,5 57 5 3249 285 16245 
60-64 59,5-64,5 62 6 3844 372 23064 
65-69 64,5-69,5 67 4 4489 268 17956 
70-74 69,5-74,5 72 5 5184 360 25920 
75-79 74,5-79,5 77 1 5929 77 5929 
 SUM        25399 1518 97226 
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 Highest  = 75 
 Lowest  = 50 
 Range  = 25 
 Class   = 5.55 (6) 
 Interval  = 4.16 (5) 
 Mean   = 63.08 
 Mode   = 64.1 
 Median  = 62.83 
 Caculation of Mean, Mode and Median 
a. The highest score are 75 
b. The lowest score are 50 
c. Range is 75 - 50 = 25 
d. Number of class  = 1 + (3.3) .log(24) 
= 5.55 ~ 6 
e. Interval (i) = 
  
 
 = 4,16 ~ 5 
f. Mean ( ̅) = 
  
 
 = 
    
  
       
g. Mode  = L + i ,
  
     
- 
=59.5 + 5,
 
   
- 
= 59.5 + 1.66 
= 61.16 
h. Median = L + i {
 
 
    
  
} 
= 59.5 + 5{
  
 
  
 
} 
= 59.5 + 3.33 
= 62.83 
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4. Post-test Control Class  
class 
limit 
class 
boundaries midpoint  frequency xi
2 fixi fixi
2 
56-59 55,5-59,5 57,5 4 3306,25 230 13225 
60-63 59,5-63,5 61,5 1 3782,25 61,5 3782,25 
64-67 63,5-67,5 65,5 9 4290,25 589,5 38612,25 
68-71 67,5-71,5 69,5 5 4830,25 347,5 24151,25 
72-75 71,5-75,5 73,5 4 5402,25 294 21609 
76-79 75,5-79,5 77,5 1 6006,25 77,5 6006,25 
 SUM        27617,5 1600 107386 
 
 
 Highest  = 76 
 Lowest  = 56 
 Range  = 20 
 Class   = 5.55 (6) 
 Interval  = 3.33 (4) 
 Mean   = 66.875 
 Mode   = 64.1 
 Median  = 66.61 
 Caculation of Mean, Mode and Median 
a. The highest score are 76 
b. The lowest score are 56 
c. Range is 76 - 56 = 20 
d. Number of class  = 1 + (3.3) .log(24) 
= 5.55 ~ 6 
e. Interval (i) = 
  
 
 = 3.33 ~ 4 
f. Mean ( ̅) = 
  
 
 = 
    
  
        
g. Mode  = L + i ,
  
     
- 
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=63.5 + 4,
 
   
- 
= 63.5 + 2.66 
= 64.1 
h. Median = L + i {
 
 
    
  
} 
= 63.5 + 4{
  
 
  
 
} 
= 63.5 + 3.11 
= 66. 
 
 
B. Normality Test  
1. Normality Test of Pre-test in Experimental Class  
no Pretest X1 
 
X1- 
 
Z1 F(Z1) S(Z1) 
F(Z1) - 
S(Z1) 
1 71 55 -12,875 
-
2,21983 
0,01321
5 
0,04166
7 
0,02845
1 
2 55 60 -7,875 
-
1,35776 0,08727 
0,08333
3 
0,00393
7 
3 70 61 -6,875 
-
1,18534 
0,11794
1 0,125 
0,00705
9 
4 69 63 -4,875 
-
0,84052 
0,20030
9 
0,16666
7 
0,03364
3 
5 70 63 -4,875 
-
0,84052 
0,20030
9 
0,20833
3 
0,00802
4 
6 67 64 -3,875 -0,6681 
0,25203
4 0,25 
0,00203
4 
7 71 65 -2,875 
-
0,49569 
0,31005
7 
0,29166
7 0,01839 
8 67 65 -2,875 
-
0,49569 
0,31005
7 
0,33333
3 
0,02327
7 
9 66 66 -1,875 
-
0,32328 
0,37324
3 0,375 
0,00175
7 
10 64 67 -0,875 
-
0,15086 
0,44004
2 
0,41666
7 
0,02337
6 
11 63 67 -0,875 
-
0,15086 
0,44004
2 
0,45833
3 
0,01829
1 
12 61 69 1,125 
0,19396
6 
0,57689
9 0,5 
0,07689
9 
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13 65 69 1,125 
0,19396
6 
0,57689
9 
0,54166
7 
0,03523
2 
14 69 69 1,125 
0,19396
6 
0,57689
9 
0,58333
3 
0,00643
5 
15 80 70 2,125 
0,36637
9 
0,64295
9 0,625 
0,01795
9 
16 73 70 2,125 
0,36637
9 
0,64295
9 
0,66666
7 
0,02370
8 
17 60 70 2,125 
0,36637
9 
0,64295
9 
0,70833
3 
0,06537
4 
18 75 71 3,125 
0,53879
3 
0,70498
5 0,75 
0,04501
5 
19 69 71 3,125 
0,53879
3 
0,70498
5 
0,79166
7 
0,08668
1 
20 75 71 3,125 
0,53879
3 
0,70498
5 
0,83333
3 
0,12834
8 
21 63 73 5,125 
0,88362
1 
0,81154
9 0,875 
0,06345
1 
22 70 75 7,125 
1,22844
8 
0,89036
1 
0,91666
7 
0,02630
6 
23 71 75 7,125 
1,22844
8 
0,89036
1 
0,95833
3 
0,06797
3 
24 65 80 12,125 
2,09051
7 
0,98171
4 1 
0,01828
6 
 
Standart deviation=  
 
 
 
 
 
 
The highest score (   max) is 0.150. Because    is lower than    
or (0.128348 < 0.1764), the sampel is in normal distribution. 
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2. Normality Test of Post-test in Experimental Class  
no Postest X1 
 
X1- 
 
Z1 F(Z1) S(Z1) 
F(Z1) - 
S(Z1) 
1 73 68 -5,08333 
-
1,33772 
0,09049
4 
0,04166
7 
0,04882
7 
2 72 69 -4,08333 
-
1,07456 
0,14128
6 
0,08333
3 
0,05795
2 
3 70 69 -4,08333 
-
1,07456 
0,14128
6 0,125 
0,01628
6 
4 75 69 -4,08333 
-
1,07456 
0,14128
6 
0,16666
7 
0,02538
1 
5 70 70 -3,08333 -0,8114 
0,20856
7 
0,20833
3 
0,00023
4 
6 73 70 -3,08333 -0,8114 
0,20856
7 0,25 
0,04143
3 
7 70 70 -3,08333 -0,8114 
0,20856
7 
0,29166
7 0,0831 
8 75 70 -3,08333 -0,8114 
0,20856
7 
0,33333
3 
0,12476
6 
9 68 70 -3,08333 -0,8114 
0,20856
7 0,375 
0,16643
3 
10 69 71 -2,08333 
-
0,54825 
0,29176
2 
0,41666
7 
0,12490
5 
11 69 72 -1,08333 
-
0,28509 
0,38778
8 
0,45833
3 
0,07054
5 
12 70 72 -1,08333 
-
0,28509 
0,38778
8 0,5 
0,11221
2 
13 70 73 -0,08333 
-
0,02193 
0,49125
2 
0,54166
7 
0,05041
5 
14 69 73 -0,08333 
-
0,02193 
0,49125
2 
0,58333
3 
0,09208
1 
15 78 75 1,916667 
0,50438
6 
0,69300
5 0,625 
0,06800
5 
16 75 75 1,916667 
0,50438
6 
0,69300
5 
0,66666
7 
0,02633
8 
17 71 75 1,916667 
0,50438
6 
0,69300
5 
0,70833
3 
0,01532
8 
18 78 75 1,916667 
0,50438
6 
0,69300
5 0,75 
0,05699
5 
19 72 76 2,916667 
0,76754
4 
0,77862
1 
0,79166
7 
0,01304
6 
20 76 77 3,916667 
1,03070
2 0,84866 
0,83333
3 
0,01532
6 
21 75 78 4,916667 1,29386 
0,90214
3 0,875 
0,02714
3 
22 77 78 4,916667 1,29386 0,90214 0,91666 0,01452
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3 7 4 
23 79 79 5,916667 
1,55701
8 
0,94026
7 
0,95833
3 
0,01806
6 
24 80 80 6,916667 
1,82017
5 
0,96563
4 1 
0,03436
6 
  1754 1754           
 
Standard deviation =  
 
 
 
 
 
 
The highest score (   max) is 0.150. Because    is lower than    
or (0.166433 < 0.1764), the sampel is in normal distribution. 
3. Normality Test of Pre-test in Control Class  
no Pretest X1 
 
X1- 
 
Z1 F(Z1) S(Z1) 
F(Z1) - 
S(Z1) 
1 70 50 -13,083 -1,802 0,036 0,042 0,006 
2 64 53 -10,083 -1,389 0,082 0,083 0,001 
3 66 53 -10,083 -1,389 0,082 0,125 0,043 
4 70 55 -8,083 -1,113 0,133 0,167 0,034 
5 53 56 -7,083 -0,976 0,165 0,208 0,044 
6 62 57 -6,083 -0,838 0,201 0,250 0,049 
7 55 58 -5,083 -0,700 0,242 0,292 0,050 
8 58 58 -5,083 -0,700 0,242 0,333 0,091 
9 57 62 -1,083 -0,149 0,441 0,375 0,066 
10 50 62 -1,083 -0,149 0,441 0,417 0,024 
11 53 62 -1,083 -0,149 0,441 0,458 0,018 
12 56 62 -1,083 -0,149 0,441 0,500 0,059 
13 62 64 0,917 0,126 0,550 0,542 0,009 
14 62 64 0,917 0,126 0,550 0,583 0,033 
15 58 65 1,917 0,264 0,604 0,625 0,021 
 
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46,14
23
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23
37,127458127791
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16 62 66 2,917 0,402 0,656 0,667 0,011 
17 70 68 4,917 0,677 0,751 0,708 0,043 
18 65 69 5,917 0,815 0,792 0,750 0,042 
19 64 70 6,917 0,953 0,830 0,792 0,038 
20 73 70 6,917 0,953 0,830 0,833 0,004 
21 69 70 6,917 0,953 0,830 0,875 0,045 
22 68 72 8,917 1,228 0,890 0,917 0,026 
23 72 73 9,917 1,366 0,914 0,958 0,044 
24 75 75 11,917 1,641 0,950 1,000 0,050 
  1514             
 
Standard deviation =  
 
 
 
 
 
 
The highest score (   max) is 0.150. Because    is lower than    
or (0.091 < 0.1764), the sampel is in normal distribution. 
4. Normality Test of Post-test in Control Class  
no Postest X1 
 
X1- 
 
Z1 F(Z1) S(Z1) 
F(Z1) - 
S(Z1) 
1 72 56 -10,875 -1,945 0,026 0,042 0,016 
2 67 57 -9,875 -1,766 0,039 0,083 0,045 
3 70 58 -8,875 -1,587 0,056 0,125 0,069 
4 72 59 -7,875 -1,409 0,079 0,167 0,087 
5 56 60 -6,875 -1,230 0,109 0,208 0,099 
6 65 65 -1,875 -0,335 0,369 0,250 0,119 
7 59 65 -1,875 -0,335 0,369 0,292 0,077 
8 66 65 -1,875 -0,335 0,369 0,333 0,035 
9 70 66 -0,875 -0,157 0,438 0,375 0,063 
10 57 66 -0,875 -0,157 0,438 0,417 0,021 
 
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23
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11 66 67 0,125 0,022 0,509 0,458 0,051 
12 58 67 0,125 0,022 0,509 0,500 0,009 
13 65 67 0,125 0,022 0,509 0,542 0,033 
14 67 67 0,125 0,022 0,509 0,583 0,074 
15 60 70 3,125 0,559 0,712 0,625 0,087 
16 67 70 3,125 0,559 0,712 0,667 0,045 
17 71 70 3,125 0,559 0,712 0,708 0,004 
18 67 70 3,125 0,559 0,712 0,750 0,038 
19 65 71 4,125 0,738 0,770 0,792 0,022 
20 75 72 5,125 0,917 0,820 0,833 0,013 
21 70 72 5,125 0,917 0,820 0,875 0,055 
22 70 74 7,125 1,274 0,899 0,917 0,018 
23 74 75 8,125 1,453 0,927 0,958 0,031 
24 76 76 9,125 1,632 0,949 1,000 0,051 
  1605             
 
Standard deviation =  
 
 
 
 
 
 
The highest score (   max) is 0.150. Because    is lower than    
or (0.119 < 0.1764), the sampel is in normal distribution. 
C. Homogeneity Test  
1. Homogeneity Test of Pre Test  
No 
pretest 
(exp) 
pretest 
(con) (X1)
2
 (X2)
2
 
1 71 70 5041 4900 
2 55 64 3025 4096 
3 70 66 4900 4356 
4 69 70 4761 4900 
 
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5 70 53 4900 2809 
6 67 62 4489 3844 
7 71 55 5041 3025 
8 67 58 4489 3364 
9 66 57 4356 3249 
10 64 50 4096 2500 
11 63 53 3969 2809 
12 61 56 3721 3136 
13 65 62 4225 3844 
14 69 62 4761 3844 
15 80 58 6400 3364 
16 73 62 5329 3844 
17 60 70 3600 4900 
18 75 65 5625 4225 
19 69 64 4761 4096 
20 75 73 5625 5329 
21 63 69 3969 4761 
22 70 68 4900 4624 
23 71 72 5041 5184 
24 65 75 4225 5625 
 ∑ 1629 1514 111249 96628 
 
NE = 24 
NC = 24  
 
(S1)
2
 106441,68 2448158,625 
(S2)
2
 92475,47 2126935,833 
(SO) 4575094,46 99458,57518 
Log 5,00   
B 229,89   
  
(S1)
2  = (∑(X1)
2
- (∑NE^2)/24/23) 
      = (111249-(1629^2)/24/23 
      = 106441.68 
(S2)
2  = (∑(X2)
2
- (∑NC^2)/24/23) 
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 = (96628- (1514^2)/24/23 
 = 924775.47 
(So)  = (S1)
2 
+ (S2)
2 
 = 
106441.68 + 92477.47 
 = 4575094.46 
Log  = log(So) 
 = log 4575094.46 
 =5.00 
B  = log * ∑NE + NC 
 = 5.00 * 46 
 = 229.89 
Sample df (n-1) 1/df (S1)
2
 Log(S1)
2
 (df)(Log(S1)
2
)   
1 23 0,043478 106441,7 5,027112 115,6236   
2 23 0,043478 92475,47 4,966027 114,2186   
jumlah  46 0,086957 198917,2 9,993138 229,8422   
 
 
 
Chi Quadrat test  
 
(XO)
2
 0,11     
(Xt)
2
 35,172 
CHI-
SQUARE   
Status HOMOGEN     
  
(XO)
2  = 
2.3026 (B –  ∑df log si) 
 = 2.3026 (229.89 – 229.8422) 
 = 0.11 
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Xtable (α ; 0,05)  = 35.172 (Table Chi Square Distribution) 
Xo
2 
< Xtable (α ; 0,05) 
0.11  <  35.172 
Result   = Homogen 
 
2. Homogenity Test of Post Test  
No postest(exp) postest (con) (X1)
2
 (X2)
2
 
1 73 72 5329 5184 
2 72 67 5184 4489 
3 70 70 4900 4900 
4 75 72 5625 5184 
5 70 56 4900 3136 
6 73 65 5329 4225 
7 70 59 4900 3481 
8 75 66 5625 4356 
9 68 70 4624 4900 
10 69 57 4761 3249 
11 69 66 4761 4356 
12 70 58 4900 3364 
13 70 65 4900 4225 
14 69 67 4761 4489 
15 78 60 6084 3600 
16 75 67 5625 4489 
17 71 71 5041 5041 
18 78 67 6084 4489 
19 72 65 5184 4225 
20 76 75 5776 5625 
21 75 70 5625 4900 
22 77 70 5929 4900 
23 79 74 6241 5476 
24 80 76 6400 5776 
  1754 1605 128488 108059 
 
NE = 24 
NC = 24 
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(S1)
2  = (∑(X1)
2
- (∑NE^2)/24/23) 
      = (128488-(1754^2)/24/23 
      = 122914.6014 
(S2)
2  = (∑(X2)
2
- (∑NC^2)/24/23) 
 = (108059- (1605^2)/24/23 
 = 103392.288 
(So)  = (S1)
2 
+ (S2)
2 
 = 
122914.6014 + 103392.288 
 = 10410116.92 
Log  = log(So) 
 = log 10410116.92 
 =5.354 
B  = log * ∑NE + NC 
 =5.354 * 46 
 = 246.3160977 
Sample df (n-1) 1/df (S1)
2
 Log(S1)
2
 (df)(Log(S1)
2
)   
1 23 0,043478 122914,6 5,089603 117,0609   
2 23 0,043478 103392,3 5,014488 115,3332   
jumlah 46 0,086957 226306,9 10,10409 232,3941   
 
(S1)
2
 122914,6014 5654071,667 
(S2)
2
 103392,288 4756045,25 
(SO) 10410116,92 226306,8895 
Log 5,354697775   
B 246,3160977   
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Chi Quadrat test  
(XO)
2
 32,05677     
(Xt)
2
 35,172 
CHI 
SQUARE    
Status HOMOGEN     
 
(XO)
2  = 
2.3026 (B –  ∑df log si) 
 = 2.3026 (246.3160977 – 232.3941) 
 = 32.05677 
Xtable (α ; 0,05)  = 35.172 (Table Chi Square Distribution) 
Xo
2 
< Xtable (α ; 0,05) 
32.05677  <  35.172 
Result   = Homogen 
 
D. Significant  
1. Significant pre test  
No 
Pre 
Exp 
Pre 
Con D D2 
1 71 70 1 1 
2 55 64 -9 81 
3 70 66 4 16 
4 69 70 -1 1 
5 70 53 17 289 
6 67 62 5 25 
7 71 55 16 256 
8 67 58 9 81 
9 66 57 9 81 
10 64 50 14 196 
11 63 53 10 100 
12 61 56 5 25 
13 65 62 3 9 
14 69 62 7 49 
15 80 58 22 484 
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16 73 62 11 121 
17 60 70 -10 100 
18 75 65 10 100 
19 69 64 5 25 
20 75 73 2 4 
21 63 69 -6 36 
22 70 68 2 4 
23 71 72 -1 1 
24 65 75 -10 100 
  1629 1514 115 2185 
          
    
 
4,79   
        
 
D           = preex - precon 
              = 71 – 70 
               = 1  
D
2              
= 1^2 
                = 1  
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to 2,78       
tt 2,021 
The t distribution 
two teil   
status SIGNIFICANT     
 
 
2. Significant post test  
No 
Post 
Exp 
Post 
Con D D2 
1 73 72 1 1 
2 72 67 5 25 
3 70 70 0 0 
4 75 72 3 9 
5 70 56 14 196 
6 73 65 8 64 
7 70 59 11 121 
8 75 66 9 81 
9 68 70 -2 4 
10 69 57 12 144 
11 69 66 3 9 
12 70 58 12 144 
13 70 65 5 25 
14 69 67 2 4 
15 78 60 18 324 
16 75 67 8 64 
17 71 71 0 0 
18 78 67 11 121 
19 72 65 7 49 
20 76 75 1 1 
21 75 70 5 25 
22 77 70 7 49 
23 79 74 5 25 
24 80 76 4 16 
  1754 1605 149 1501 
  
 
6,21     
D = postex - postcon 
              = 73 – 72 
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               = 1  
D
2              
= 1^2 
                =  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
To 6,14       
Tt 2,021 the t distribution two teil 
status SIGNIFICANT     
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Appendix 4 
THE SYLLABUS 
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Appendix 5 
THE LESSON PLAN 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN  
(RPP) 
(Experimental Class) 
 
Sekolah  :  SMP N 3 TERAS  
Mata Pelajaran :  Bahasa Inggris 
Kelas / Semester :  VII / 2 
Materi Pokok  :  Berbicara (Procedure text) 
Alokasi Waktu :  8 x 4 pertemuan (8 jam pelajaran) 
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A. TUJUAN PEMBELAJARAN  
1. melalui contoh , siswa dapat menyusun teks procedure lisan sangat 
pendek sederhana,tentang how to make some food and drink 
dengan memperhatikan kosakata dan tata bahasa yang benar. 
2. Dapat mengartikan dan merespon berbagai hal tentang teks 
prosedur. 
3. Siswa dapat mendiskusikan dengan kelompok lain tentang teks 
prosedur dan menjelaskan dengan kata-kata nya sendiri  
4. Siswa dapat merespon hasil diskusi dari kelompok lain  
5. siswa dapat berdialog dengan kelompoknya sendiri secara lisan  
B. KOMPETENSI DASAR dan INDIKATOR PENCAPAIAN  
B.1. kompetensi dasar  
10.2 mengungkapkan makna dalam monolog pendek sangat sederhana 
dengan menggunakan ragam bahasa lisan secara akurat, lancer dan 
berterima untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan terdekat dalam teks 
berbentuk procedure.  
B.2. indikator pencapaian kompetensi  
1. mengungkapkan berbagai informasi dalam teks monolog berbentuk 
procedure  
2. menyebutkan fungsi komunikatif teks yang di dengar  
3. menyebutkan ciri kebahasaan teks yang di dengar  
4. melakukan dialog dalam bentuk procedure  
 
C. MATERI PEMBELAJARAN  
Terlampir tentang procedure text  
D. METODE PEMBELAJARAN  
Two Stay Two Stray Technique  
E. KEGIATAN PEMBELAJARAN 
Pertemuan pertama   
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran Waktu 
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Pendahuluan a. Siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
b. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai 
kegiatan pembelajaran. 
c. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah 
siswa yang tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
d. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi diri 
yakni telah sarapan atau belum. 
e. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi yang 
telah dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya. 
g.   Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan        
materi. 
10 menit 
Kegiatan  
Inti 
a. Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan video tentang materi teks 
procedure tentang bagaimana cara membuat 
makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks 
procedure beragam tentang bagaimana cara 
membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk berkelompok setiap 
kelompok terdiri dari 4 siswa. 
 Siswa membentuk kelompok. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks 
procedure yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan kelompoknya 
dengan teks yang berbeda. 
 Guru mengarahkan siswa untuk membagi antara 
tuan rumah dan tamu (two stay two stray). 
 Siswa membagi antara tuan rumah dan tamu ,tuan 
rumah  (two stay) dan tamu (two stray).  
20 menit 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
30 menit 
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 Guru memandu siswa untuk membuat teks 
procedure dengan kata-kata nya sendiri. 
b.  Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu tamu untuk berdiri dan berkunjung 
ke tuan rumah kelompok lain untuk menerima 
informasi tentang teks procedure yang berbeda. 
 siswa mulai melakukan Two Stay Two Stray 
 guru mengarahkan siswa untuk kembali ke 
kelompok masing-masing. 
 Siswa kembali ke kelompok masing-masing dan 
mulai membahas tentang teks procedure yang 
berbeda sehingga mereka dapat berdialog.  
c.  Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap kelompok untuk 
berdialog tentang hasil dari diskusi beberapa 
kelompok.  
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
 
 
 
15 menit 
 
 
 
Penutup  a. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan pembelajaran. 
b. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan yang sudah 
dilakukan. 
c. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab salam 
penutup dari guru 
5 menit 
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Pertemuan kedua  
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran 
Pendahuluan 1. Siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
2. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai kegiatan 
pembelajaran. 
3. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah siswa yang 
tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
4. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi diri yakni 
telah sarapan atau belum. 
5. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi yang telah 
dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya. 
6. Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan        materi. 
Kegiatan  
Inti 
Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure beragam tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks procedure 
beragam tentang bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan 
minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk berkelompok setiap kelompok 
terdiri dari 4 siswa. 
 Siswa membentuk kelompok. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks procedure 
yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan kelompoknya dengan teks 
yang berbeda. 
 Guru mengarahkan siswa untuk membagi antara tuan rumah 
dan tamu (two stay two stray). 
 Siswa membagi antara tuan rumah dan tamu ,tuan rumah  
(two stay) dan tamu (two stray).  
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 Guru memandu siswa untuk membuat teks procedure dengan 
kata-kata nya sendiri. 
 Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu tamu untuk berdiri dan berkunjung ke tuan 
rumah kelompok lain untuk menerima informasi tentang 
teks procedure yang berbeda. 
 siswa mulai melakukan Two Stay Two Stray 
 guru mengarahkan siswa untuk kembali ke kelompok 
masing-masing. 
 Siswa kembali ke kelompok masing-masing dan mulai 
membahas tentang teks procedure yang berbeda sehingga 
mereka dapat berdialog.  
Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap kelompok untuk berdialog 
tentang hasil dari diskusi beberapa kelompok.  
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
Penutup  1. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan pembelajaran. 
2. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan yang sudah 
dilakukan. 
3. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab salam penutup 
dari guru 
 
 
Pertemuan ketiga  
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran 
Pendahuluan a. Siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
b. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai kegiatan 
pembelajaran. 
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c. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah siswa 
yang tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
d. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi diri 
yakni telah sarapan atau belum. 
e. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi yang telah 
dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya. 
g.   Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan materi. 
Kegiatan  
Inti 
Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure beragam tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks procedure 
beragam tentang bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan 
minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk berkelompok setiap kelompok 
terdiri dari 4 siswa. 
 Siswa membentuk kelompok. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks procedure 
yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan kelompoknya dengan teks 
yang berbeda. 
 Guru mengarahkan siswa untuk membagi antara tuan rumah 
dan tamu (two stay two stray). 
 Siswa membagi antara tuan rumah dan tamu ,tuan rumah  
(two stay) dan tamu (two stray).  
 Guru memandu siswa untuk membuat teks procedure dengan 
kata-kata nya sendiri. 
 Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu tamu untuk berdiri dan berkunjung ke tuan 
rumah kelompok lain untuk menerima informasi tentang 
teks procedure yang berbeda. 
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 siswa mulai melakukan Two Stay Two Stray 
 guru mengarahkan siswa untuk kembali ke kelompok 
masing-masing. 
 Siswa kembali ke kelompok masing-masing dan mulai 
membahas tentang teks procedure yang berbeda sehingga 
mereka dapat berdialog.  
Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap kelompok untuk berdialog 
tentang hasil dari diskusi beberapa kelompok.  
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
Penutup  f. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan pembelajaran. 
g. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan yang sudah 
dilakukan. 
h. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab salam penutup dari 
guru 
 
 
Pertemuan keempat 
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran 
Pendahuluan i. Siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
j. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai kegiatan 
pembelajaran. 
k. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah siswa yang 
tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
l. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi diri yakni 
telah sarapan atau belum. 
m. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi yang telah 
dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya. 
n. Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan        materi. 
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Kegiatan  
Inti 
Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure beragam tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks procedure 
beragam tentang bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan 
minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk berkelompok setiap kelompok 
terdiri dari 4 siswa. 
 Siswa membentuk kelompok. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks procedure 
yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan kelompoknya dengan teks 
yang berbeda. 
 Guru mengarahkan siswa untuk membagi antara tuan rumah 
dan tamu (two stay two stray). 
 Siswa membagi antara tuan rumah dan tamu ,tuan rumah  
(two stay) dan tamu (two stray).  
 Guru memandu siswa untuk membuat teks procedure dengan 
kata-kata nya sendiri. 
 Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu tamu untuk berdiri dan berkunjung ke tuan 
rumah kelompok lain untuk menerima informasi tentang 
teks procedure yang berbeda. 
 siswa mulai melakukan Two Stay Two Stray 
 guru mengarahkan siswa untuk kembali ke kelompok 
masing-masing. 
 Siswa kembali ke kelompok masing-masing dan mulai 
membahas tentang teks procedure yang berbeda sehingga 
mereka dapat berdialog.  
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 Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap kelompok untuk berdialog 
tentang hasil dari diskusi beberapa kelompok.  
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
Penutup  1. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan pembelajaran. 
2. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan yang sudah 
dilakukan. 
3. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab salam penutup 
dari guru 
F. Media dan Alat Pembelajaran 
1. Teks tentang materi pembelajaran  
2. video yang sesuai dengan topik yang sedang dibicarakan. 
3. Lap top & LCD proyektor 
G. Sumber belajar  
1. Lks optimis kelas VII semester 2 by : Merbabu Boyolali  
2. http://www.kursusmudahbahasainggris.com/2013/09/15-contoh-
procedure-text-terlengkap. 
3. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2dFk8y588nU 
4. materi dari guru kelas.  
5. Gunawan, A.,  Khatimah, Y.R., dan Wachidah, S. Bahasa Inggris : 
When English rings the bell. Jakarta : Politeknik Negeri Media 
Kreatif. 
 
 
 
 
H. Penilaian hasil pembelajaran  
No. The Aspect Evaluated Score Criteria 
1.  Pronunciation 4 
 
Phonetically accurate pronunciation 
throughout. 
Occasional phonemic error, but generally 
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3 
 
2 
 
1 
comprehensible. 
Many phonemic error, many difficult to 
percieve meaning. 
Incomprehensible or no response. 
2. Structure/Grammer 4 
3 
 
2 
 
1 
No errors of morphology or syntax. 
Generally accurate structure occasional 
slight error. 
Error of basic structure but some phrase 
rendered correctly. 
Virtually no correct structures or no 
response. 
3. Vocabulary 4 
 
3 
 
2 
 
1 
Consistent use of appropriate word 
throughout. 
Mirror lexical problem, but generally 
appropriate. 
Vocabulary usually inaccurate except for 
occasional correct words. 
Vocabulary inaccurate throughout or no 
response.  
4. Fluency 4 
 
 
Speech is natural and continues any pause 
correspond to those which might be made 
by native speaker. 
Speech is generally natural and continue, 
occasional slight stumbling or pause at 
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3 
 
 
2 
 
1 
unnatural points in the utterance. 
Some define stumbling, but manages to 
rephrase and continue 
Long pause, utterence left unfinished or no 
response.  
5. Comprehension 4 
 
3 
 
2 
 
 
1 
Logical and flowing, easy and effective 
communication, uses long turns. 
Understandable, effective communication 
in short turn. 
Clear but not on topic, very hesitant and 
brief utterances, sometimes difficult to 
understand. 
Not on topic, little or no communication. 
 
No Aspect yg dinilai Score 
1 Pronounciation 1-4 
2 Grammer 1-4 
3 Vocabulary 1-4 
4 Fluency 1-4 
5 Comprehension 1-4 
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Teras , 15  
Mei 2017 
Mengetahui       Researcher  
Guru Pembimbing  
 
 
 
 
Puji Herlina, S.pd     Fista Sixnori 
  
NIP. 196512011994122004    NIM. 
133221338    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Materi pertemuan pertama  
Video  
Materi pertemuan kedua –keempat  
HOW TO MAKE SPECIAL FRIED NOODLE 
Ingredients: 
1. Onions 
2. An egg 
3. Cabbage 
4. Instant noodle 
5. Vegetable oil 
6. Chilli 
7. Garlics 
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Steps: 
1. First, Slice onions, garlics, chilli, and cabbage 
2. Second, heat pan and put vegetable oil in it 
3. Third, fry the onions and garlics untill yellowish 
4. Fourth, pour water on the pan and wait until boiling 
5. Then, put cabbage into boiling water and then put an egg in it 
6. After that, add noodle, stir slowly for three minutes 
7. While noodle is being cooked, put the seasoning in a bowl 
8. Next, take the cooked noodle from the boiling water and drain it 
9. Put the cooked noodle and the seasoning into the bowl and mix well 
10. Finally, the special fried rice is ready to serve 
 
 HOW TO MAKE PIZZA 
Ingredients: 
1. Cheese 
2. Topping 
3. Spices 
4. Tomatoes 
5. Yeast 
6. Flour 
7. Pan 
Steps: 
1. First, get some yeast and a pan 
2. Second, Turn on your bread machine 
3. Third, put flour, yeast into bread machine 
4. Fourth,take out in 30 minutes to an hour 
5. Fifth, smash tomatoes, put it in pizza 
6. Sixth, open cheese bag sprinkle on sauce 
7. Seventh, put topping of your choice on the pizza 
8. Then, cook in oven 30 minutes to an hour 
9. After that, open an oven and take out pizza, caution! Pan os hot! 
10. Finally, cut pizza into slices and it is ready to serve 
 HOW TO MAKE AN OMELETTE 
Ingredients: 
1. Two eggs 
2. Onions 
3. Garlics 
4. Chilli (if you like spicy) 
5. Salt 
 
 
 167 
 
6. Vegetable oil 
 Steps: 
1. Firstly, cut into pieces the garlic, onions, and chilli 
2. Second, break the egg into a bowl 
3. Third, put the garlics, onions, chilli, and salt into the bowl 
4. Then, mix them gradually 
5. The next step, heat a frying pan 
6. After that, pour the dough into the frying pan, wait until it looks yellowish 
7. Next, lift using spatula and put it in a plate 
8. Finally, omellete is ready to serve 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaking test  
Subject   :SMPN 3 TERAS  
Skill    : speaking  
Grade/semester  :VII/2 
Time allocation  : 2 x 40 menit  
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Academic year  : 2016/2017 
a. Choose one of the following topics : 
1. How to make a mango juice  
2. How to make a cup of coffee  
3. How to make a fried rice  
4. How to make a sandwich  
5. How to make milk pudding  
b. Make a group consist of four students to make appropriate 
conversation /dialog to the topic that you choose in front of the 
class ,your speaking will be evaluated based on your 
pronounciation,grammer,fluency,vocabulary,and comprehension. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RENCANA PELAKSANAAN PEMBELAJARAN  
(RPP) 
(control class) 
 
Sekolah  :  SMP N 3 TERAS  
Mata Pelajaran :  Bahasa Inggris 
Kelas / Semester :  VII / 2 
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Materi Pokok  :  Berbicara (Procedure text) 
Alokasi Waktu : 8 x 4 pertemuan (8 jam pelajaran) 
 
I. TUJUAN PEMBELAJARAN  
1. melalui contoh , siswa dapat menyusun teks procedure lisan 
sangat pendek sederhana,tentang how to make some food 
and drink dengan memperhatikan kosakata dan tata bahasa 
yang benar. 
2. Dapat mengartikan dan merespon berbagai hal tentang teks 
prosedur. 
3. Siswa dapat mendiskusikan dengan pasangannya tentang 
teks prosedur dan menjelaskan dengan kata-kata nya sendiri  
4. Siswa dapat merespon hasil diskusi dari kelompok lain  
5. siswa dapat berdialog dengan pasanganya sendiri secara 
lisan  
J. KOMPETENSI DASAR dan INDIKATOR PENCAPAIAN  
B.1. kompetensi dasar  
10.2 mengungkapkan makna dalam monolog pendek sangat 
sederhana dengan menggunakan ragam bahasa lisan secara 
akurat, lancer dan berterima untuk berinteraksi dengan lingkungan 
terdekat dalam teks berbentuk procedure.  
B.2. indikator pencapaian kompetensi  
1. mengungkapkan berbagai informasi dalam teks monolog 
berbentuk procedure  
2. menyebutkan fungsi komunikatif teks yang di dengar  
3. menyebutkan ciri kebahasaan teks yang di dengar  
4. melakukan dialog dalam bentuk procedure  
 
K. MATERI PEMBELAJARAN  
Terlampir tentang procedure text  
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L. METODE PEMBELAJARAN  
Think Pair Share Technique   
M. KEGIATAN PEMBELAJARAN  
Pertemuan pertama  
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran Waktu 
Pendahuluan 1. Siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
2. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai 
kegiatan pembelajaran. 
3. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah 
siswa yang tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
4. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi diri 
yakni telah sarapan atau belum. 
5. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi yang 
telah dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya. 
6.  Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan        
materi. 
10 menit 
Kegiatan  
Inti 
Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure beragam tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks 
procedure beragam tentang bagaimana cara 
membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk berpasangan.  
 Siswa membentuk mulai mencari pasangan. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks 
procedure yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya.  
 Guru memberikan tema yang berbeda pada setiap 
pasangan. 
20 menit 
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 Siswa mulai berpikir dan memahami tema yang 
diberikan guru (Think). 
  Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu setiap pasangan untuk berdiskusi 
(pair). 
 siswa mulai berpasangan untuk diskusi tentang 
tema yang mereka dapatkan.  
 guru mengarahkan setiap pasangan untuk bisa 
membuat teks procedure dengan kata-kata nya 
sendiri. 
 Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya. 
 Guru memandu diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Setiap pasangan bertanya.   
 Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap pasangan untuk 
berdialog tentang hasil dari diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Siswa maju ke depan kelas berdialog tentang   teks 
procedure. (Share) 
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
 
30 menit 
 
 
 
 
 
15 menit 
 
 
 
Penutup  1. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan pembelajaran. 
2. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan yang 
sudah dilakukan. 
3. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab salam 
penutup dari guru 
5 menit 
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Pertemuan kedua   
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran Waktu 
Pendahuluan 1. Siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
2. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai 
kegiatan pembelajaran. 
3. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah 
siswa yang tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
4. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi 
diri yakni telah sarapan atau belum. 
5. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi 
yang telah dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya. 
6. Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan        
materi. 
10 menit 
Kegiatan  
Inti 
Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure beragam tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks 
procedure beragam tentang bagaimana cara 
membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk berpasangan.  
 Siswa membentuk mulai mencari pasangan. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks 
procedure yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya.  
 Guru memberikan tema yang berbeda pada setiap 
pasangan. 
 Siswa mulai berpikir dan memahami tema yang 
diberikan guru (Think). 
20 menit 
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  Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu setiap pasangan untuk berdiskusi 
(pair). 
 siswa mulai berpasangan untuk diskusi tentang 
tema yang mereka dapatkan.  
 guru mengarahkan setiap pasangan untuk bisa 
membuat teks procedure dengan kata-kata nya 
sendiri. 
 Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya. 
 Guru memandu diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Setiap pasangan bertanya.   
Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap pasangan untuk 
berdialog tentang hasil dari diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Siswa maju ke depan kelas berdialog tentang   teks 
procedure. (Share) 
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
30 menit 
 
 
 
 
 
15 menit 
 
 
 
Penutup  1. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan pembelajaran. 
2. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan yang sudah 
dilakukan. 
3. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab salam 
penutup dari guru 
5 menit 
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Pertemuan ketiga  
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran Waktu 
Pendahuluan 1. siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
2. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai 
kegiatan pembelajaran. 
3. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah 
siswa yang tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
4. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi 
diri yakni telah sarapan atau belum. 
5. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi 
yang telah dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya. 
6.  Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan        
materi. 
10 menit 
Kegiatan  
Inti 
Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure beragam tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks 
procedure beragam tentang bagaimana cara 
membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk berpasangan.  
 Siswa membentuk mulai mencari pasangan. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks 
procedure yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya.  
20 menit 
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 Guru memberikan tema yang berbeda pada setiap 
pasangan. 
 Siswa mulai berpikir dan memahami tema yang 
diberikan guru (Think). 
  Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu setiap pasangan untuk berdiskusi 
(pair). 
 siswa mulai berpasangan untuk diskusi tentang 
tema yang mereka dapatkan.  
 guru mengarahkan setiap pasangan untuk bisa 
membuat teks procedure dengan kata-kata nya 
sendiri. 
 Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya. 
 Guru memandu diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Setiap pasangan bertanya.   
 Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap pasangan untuk 
berdialog tentang hasil dari diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Siswa maju ke depan kelas berdialog tentang   teks 
procedure. (Share) 
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
 
 
 
30 menit 
 
 
 
 
 
15 menit 
 
 
 
Penutup  1. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan 
pembelajaran. 
2. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan 
yang sudah dilakukan. 
3. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab 
salam penutup dari guru 
5 menit 
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Pertemuan keempat  
Fase Kegiatan Pembelajaran Waktu 
Pendahuluan 1. Siswa merespon salam dan sapaan dari guru 
2. Siswa membaca „Basmalah’ sebelum  memulai 
kegiatan pembelajaran. 
3. Siswa menjawab pertanyaan guru mengenai jumlah 
siswa yang tidak hadir beserta alasannya. 
4. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru mengenai kondisi 
diri yakni telah sarapan atau belum. 
5. Siswa merespon pertanyaan guru tentang materi 
yang telah dipelajari pada pertemuan sebelumnya.   
Menyampaikan tujuan pembelajaran dan cakupan        
meri. 
10 menit 
Kegiatan  
Inti 
Eksplorasi 
 Guru memberikan teks procedure beragam tentang 
bagaimana cara membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Guru memberikan contoh cara menganalisis teks 
procedure beragam tentang bagaimana cara 
membuat makanan dan minuman. 
 Siswa menyimak. 
20 menit 
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 Guru memandu siswa untuk berpasangan.  
 Siswa membentuk mulai mencari pasangan. 
 Guru memandu siswa untuk mengartikan teks 
procedure yang mereka terima. 
  Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya.  
 Guru memberikan tema yang berbeda pada setiap 
pasangan. 
 Siswa mulai berpikir dan memahami tema yang 
diberikan guru (Think). 
  Elaborasi 
 Guru memandu setiap pasangan untuk berdiskusi 
(pair). 
 siswa mulai berpasangan untuk diskusi tentang 
tema yang mereka dapatkan.  
 guru mengarahkan setiap pasangan untuk bisa 
membuat teks procedure dengan kata-kata nya 
sendiri. 
 Siswa mulai berdiskusi dengan pasanganya. 
 Guru memandu diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Setiap pasangan bertanya.   
  Konfirmasi 
 Guru mulai memanggil setiap pasangan untuk 
berdialog tentang hasil dari diskusi setiap pasangan. 
 Siswa maju ke depan kelas berdialog tentang   teks 
procedure. (Share) 
 Guru menilai sambil membenarkan dialog mereka.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
30 menit 
 
 
 
 
 
15 menit 
 
 
 
Penutup  1. Siswa bersama guru menyimpulkan pembelajaran. 
2. Siswa melakukan refleksi terhadap kegiatan yang 
sudah dilakukan. 
3. Siswa membaca „hamdalah‟  dan menjawab salam 
5 menit 
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penutup dari guru 
N. Media dan Alat Pembelajaran 
1. Teks tentang materi pembelajaran  
2. video yang sesuai dengan topik yang sedang dibicarakan. 
3. Lap top & LCD proyektor 
O. Sumber belajar  
1. Lks optimis kelas VII semester 2 by : Merbabu Boyolali  
2. http://www.kursusmudahbahasainggris.com/2013/09/15-contoh-
procedure-text-terlengkap. 
3. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2dFk8y588nU 
4. materi dari guru kelas.  
5. Gunawan, A.,  Khatimah, Y.R., dan Wachidah, S. Bahasa Inggris : 
When English rings the bell. Jakarta : Politeknik Negeri Media 
Kreatif. 
 
 
 
 
P. Penilaian hasil pembelajaran  
No. The Aspect Evaluated Score Criteria 
1.  Pronunciation 4 
 
3 
 
2 
 
1 
Phonetically accurate pronunciation 
throughout. 
Occasional phonemic error, but generally 
comprehensible. 
Many phonemic error, many difficult to 
percieve meaning. 
Incomprehensible or no response. 
2. Structure/Grammer 4 
3 
No errors of morphology or syntax. 
Generally accurate structure occasional 
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2 
 
1 
slight error. 
Error of basic structure but some phrase 
rendered correctly. 
Virtually no correct structures or no 
response. 
3. Vocabulary 4 
 
3 
 
2 
 
1 
Consistent use of appropriate word 
throughout. 
Mirror lexical problem, but generally 
appropriate. 
Vocabulary usually inaccurate except for 
occasional correct words. 
Vocabulary inaccurate throughout or no 
response.  
4. Fluency 4 
 
 
3 
 
 
2 
 
1 
Speech is natural and continues any pause 
correspond to those which might be made 
by native speaker. 
Speech is generally natural and continue, 
occasional slight stumbling or pause at 
unnatural points in the utterance. 
Some define stumbling, but manages to 
rephrase and continue 
Long pause, utterence left unfinished or no 
response.  
5. Comprehension 4 Logical and flowing, easy and effective 
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3 
 
2 
 
 
1 
communication, uses long turns. 
Understandable, effective communication 
in short turn. 
Clear but not on topic, very hesitant and 
brief utterances, sometimes difficult to 
understand. 
Not on topic, little or no communication. 
 
No Aspect yg dinilai Score 
1 Pronounciation 1-4 
2 Grammer 1-4 
3 Vocabulary 1-4 
4 Fluency 1-4 
5 Comprehension 1-4 
 
 
 
 
 
Teras , 15  
Mei 2017 
Mengetahui       Researcher  
Guru Pembimbing  
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Puji Herlina, S.pd     Fista Sixnori 
  
NIP. 196512011994122004    NIM. 
133221338    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Materi pertemuan pertama  
Video  
Materi pertemuan kedua –keempat  
HOW TO MAKE SPECIAL FRIED NOODLE 
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Ingredients: 
Onions 
An egg 
Cabbage 
Instant noodle 
Vegetable oil 
Chilli 
Garlics 
Steps: 
First, Slice onions, garlics, chilli, and cabbage 
Second, heat pan and put vegetable oil in it 
Third, fry the onions and garlics untill yellowish 
Fourth, pour water on the pan and wait until boiling 
Then, put cabbage into boiling water and then put an egg in it 
After that, add noodle, stir slowly for three minutes 
While noodle is being cooked, put the seasoning in a bowl 
Next, take the cooked noodle from the boiling water and drain it 
Put the cooked noodle and the seasoning into the bowl and mix well 
Finally, the special fried rice is ready to serve 
 
 
 
 HOW TO MAKE PIZZA 
Ingredients: 
Cheese 
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Topping 
Spices 
Tomatoes 
Yeast 
Flour 
Pan 
Steps: 
First, get some yeast and a pan 
Second, Turn on your bread machine 
Third, put flour, yeast into bread machine 
Fourth,take out in 30 minutes to an hour 
Fifth, smash tomatoes, put it in pizza 
Sixth, open cheese bag sprinkle on sauce 
Seventh, put topping of your choice on the pizza 
Then, cook in oven 30 minutes to an hour 
After that, open an oven and take out pizza, caution! Pan os hot! 
Finally, cut pizza into slices and it is ready to serve 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 HOW TO MAKE AN OMELETTE 
Ingredients: 
Two eggs 
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Onions 
Garlics 
Chilli (if you like spicy) 
Salt 
Vegetable oil 
 Steps: 
Firstly, cut into pieces the garlic, onions, and chilli 
Second, break the egg into a bowl 
Third, put the garlics, onions, chilli, and salt into the bowl 
Then, mix them gradually 
The next step, heat a frying pan 
After that, pour the dough into the frying pan, wait until it looks yellowish 
Next, lift using spatula and put it in a plate 
Finally, omellete is ready to serve 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Speaking test  
Subject   :SMPN 3 TERAS  
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Skill    : speaking  
Grade/semester  :VII/2 
Time allocation  : 2 x 40 menit  
Academic year  : 2016/2017 
c. Choose one of the following topics : 
1. How to make a mango juice  
2. How to make a cup of coffee  
3. How to make a fried rice  
4. How to make a sandwich  
5. How to make milk pudding  
d. Make a group consist of four students to make appropriate 
conversation /dialog to the topic that you choose in front of the 
class ,your speaking will be evaluated based on your 
pronounciation,grammer,fluency,vocabulary,and comprehension. 
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Appendix 6 
BLUE PRINT 
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Appendix 5 The Blue Print of Speaking Test  
 
The Blue Print of Speaking Test 
Competen
ce 
Standard  
Construct  Indicators  Instrument 
Speaking  Speaking well including by correct 
pronounciation,structure,comprehe
nsion, fluency and vocabulary in 
English and the content is 
understandable.   
Students are able 
to :  
1. Make a 
dialog 
about 
procedure 
text with 
an 
adequate 
content to 
the topic 
that is 
given  
2. use 
appropriat
e 
vocabular
y to speak  
3. use the 
correct 
pronounci
ation to 
speak 
4.  use the 
correct 
grammar 
to speak  
5. Consistent 
use of 
appropriate 
word 
throughout 
Present a 
procedure 
text orally 
in front of 
the class 
group with 
a good 
organizatio
n, 
consisting 
of goal and 
material.  
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Research Instrument  
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Pre test experimental test  
 
Speaking test  
Subject   :SMPN 3 TERAS  
Skill    : speaking  
Grade/semester  :VII/2 
Time allocation  : 2 x 40 menit  
Academic year  : 2016/2017 
a. Choose one of the following topics : 
1. How to make a mango juice  
2. How to make a cup of coffee  
3. How to make a fried rice  
4. How to make a sandwich  
5. How to make milk pudding  
b. Make a group consist of four students to make appropriate 
conversation /dialog to the topic that you choose in front of the 
class ,your speaking will be evaluated based on your 
pronounciation,grammer,fluency,vocabulary,and comprehension. 
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Post test of experimental test  
 
 Speaking test  
Subject   :SMPN 3 TERAS  
Skill    : speaking  
Grade/semester  :VII/2 
Time allocation  : 2 x 40 menit  
Academic year  : 2016/2017 
a. Choose one of the following topics : 
 How to make a mango juice  
 How to make a cup of coffee  
 How to make a fried rice  
 How to make a sandwich  
 How to make milk pudding  
b. Make a group consist of four students to make appropriate 
conversation /dialog to the topic that you choose in front of 
the class ,your speaking will be evaluated based on your 
pronounciation,grammer,fluency,vocabulary,and 
comprehension. 
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Pre test of control class  
 
Speaking test  
Subject   :SMPN 3 TERAS  
Skill    : speaking  
Grade/semester  :VII/2 
Time allocation  : 2 x 40 menit  
Academic year  : 2016/2017 
a. Choose one of the following topics : 
 How to make a mango juice  
 How to make a cup of coffee  
 How to make a fried rice  
 How to make a sandwich  
 How to make milk pudding  
b. Make a group consist of four students to make appropriate 
conversation /dialog to the topic that you choose in front of the 
class ,your speaking will be evaluated based on your 
pronounciation,grammer,fluency,vocabulary,and comprehension. 
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Post test of control class  
Speaking test  
Subject   :SMPN 3 TERAS  
Skill    : speaking  
Grade/semester  :VII/2 
Time allocation  : 2 x 40 menit  
Academic year  : 2016/2017 
a. Choose one of the following topics : 
 How to make a mango juice  
 How to make a cup of coffee  
 How to make a fried rice  
 How to make a sandwich  
 How to make milk pudding  
b. Make a group consist of four students to make 
appropriate conversation /dialog to the topic that you 
choose in front of the class ,your speaking will be 
evaluated based on your 
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pronounciation,grammer,fluency,vocabulary,and 
comprehension. 
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Inter rater reliability  
 
 
 
 
 
Inter rater reliability in scoring Speaking test  
P1 The Pronounciation  Score by rater 1 
P2 The Pronounciation  Score by rater 2  
G1 The Grammar score by rater 1 
G2 The Grammar score by rater 2 
V1 The Vocabulary score by rater 1 
V2  The Vocabulary score by rater 1  
F1 The Fluency score by rater 1  
F2 The Fluency score by rater 2 
C1 The Comprehension score by rater 1  
C2 The Comprehension score by rater 2 
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The Speaking score of the students Pre test in Experimental Class by rater 1 (the 
researcher) and rater 2 (Puji Herlina as the English Teacher) 
No       Category      Total 
score  
Final 
score  
 P1  P2  G1  G2  V1  V2  F1  F2 C1  C2    
1 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 29 71 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 22 55 
3 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 28 70 
4 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 27 69 
5 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 28 70 
6 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 27 67 
7 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 29 71 
8 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 27 67 
9 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 26 66 
10 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 25 64 
11 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 25 64 
12 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 24 61 
13 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 26 65 
14 2 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 27 69 
15 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 32 80 
16 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 29 73 
17 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 25 60 
18 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 4 30 75 
19 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 27 69 
20 3 4 2 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 30 75 
21 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 24 63 
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22 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 28 70 
23 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 29 71 
 24 3 3 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 26 65 
Total  65 63 63 65 64 66 65 63 65 65 650 1629 
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The Speaking score of the students Post test in Experimental Class by rater 1 (the 
researcher) and rater 2 (Puji Herlina as the English Teacher) 
No       Category      Total 
score  
Final 
score  
 P1  P2  G1  G2  V1  V2  F1  F2 C1  C2    
1 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 29 73 
2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 29 73 
3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 28 70 
4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 30 75 
5 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 2 3 3 28 70 
6 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 29 73 
7 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 28 70 
8 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 30 75 
9 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 27 68 
10 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 28 70 
11 3 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 28 70 
12 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 28 70 
13 3 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 28 70 
14 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 28 70 
15 3 3 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 4 31 78 
16 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 3 4 30 75 
17 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 28 70 
18 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 31 78 
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19 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 29 72 
20 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 30 76 
21 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 30 75 
22 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 31 77 
23 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 4 4 4 32 79 
24 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 33 80 
Total  65 63 63 65 65 65 68 69 70 70 703 1754 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Speaking score of the students Pre test in Control Class by rater 1 (the 
researcher) and rater 2 (Puji Herlina as the English Teacher) 
No       Category      Total 
score  
Final 
score  
 P1  P2  G1  G2  V1  V2  F1  F2 C1  C2    
1 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 28 70 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 4 3 25 64 
3 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 4 4 26 66 
4 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 28 70 
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5 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 21 53 
6 1 1 3 3 2 2 3 3 4 4 24 62 
7 2 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 22 55 
8 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 23 58 
9 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 23 58 
10 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 20 50 
11 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 20 50 
12 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 22 55 
13 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 25 64 
14 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 24 62 
15 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 3 23 58 
16 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 25 64 
17 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 28 70 
18 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 26 65 
19 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 25 64 
20 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 29 73 
21 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 28 70 
22 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 27 68 
23 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 28 72 
24 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 30 75 
Total  62 60 65 61 60 65 62 63 63 62 600 1514 
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The Speaking score of the students Post test in Control Class by rater 1 (the 
researcher) and rater 2 (Puji Herlina as the English Teacher) 
No       Category      Total 
score  
Final 
score  
 P1 P2 G1 G2 V1 V2 F1 F2 C1 C2   
1 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 28 72 
2 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 27 67 
3 2 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 28 72 
4 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 28 72 
5 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 23 56 
6 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 3 3 3 26 65 
7 3 2 1 2 3 3 2 3 3 2 24 60 
8 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 27 66 
9 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 28 70 
10 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 23 57 
11 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 26 65 
12 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 23 58 
13 3 3 3 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 26 65 
14 3 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 27 67 
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15 1 1 2 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 24 60 
16 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 27 67 
17 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 28 72 
18 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 3 27 67 
19 3 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 3 3 26 65 
20 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 4 30 75 
21 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 32 70 
22 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 28 70 
23 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 30 75 
24 3 3 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 31 76 
Total 63 65 65 66 65 63 64 65 63 65 647 1605 
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Expert judgement  
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Appendix 10 
Table L, r Product 
Moment, Table t, 
Curve Normal 
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Appendix 11 
THE PHOTOGRAPH 
OF STUDENTS 
ACTIVITY 
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THE EXPERIMENTAL CLASS 
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THE CONTROL CLASS 
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Appendix 12 
The Permission 
Letter 
 
 
 
 
 
